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Region 2 News Clips

On the hook: Species that live In the Gowanus Canal (BROOKLYN PAPER; April 4, 2018)

The federal officials in charge of cleansing the toxic Gowanus Canal announced they will install signs warning of the
health risks that creatures of the deep caught in the waterway pose to anglers.

MITo doin Clean Car Indtiative, As EPA Fases Fuel-Economy Standards (NJ SPOTLIGHT,; April 4, 2018)

It looks like New Jersey is lining up with other states to fight the Trump administration over its steps to weaken tough
rules to reduce carbon pollution from cars.

Extensive pollution persists st thaca's two muost toxic sites (ITHACA.COM,; April 3, 2018)

The City of Ithaca’s future might be bright, but this month city officials were served with two stark reminders that it's far
from leaving behind its toxic past.

M DEPR: Hillsdale building must be razed to remove toxic chemicals left by dry cleaner (NORTH JERSEY; April 3, 2018)

A Broadway building once home to a dry cleaner must be razed to reach and clean up the toxic chemicals that leached
into the soil and groundwater below, said the state Department of Environmental Protection.

Guesns lawmakers say FAA will re-svaluate ‘outdated airplans nolse measurement methods (QUEENS COURIER; April 3,
2018)

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is being directed to take an updated look at the way it measures aircraft noise
and its effects on surrounding communities in Queens and other parts of the country.

EPA taking action to address lead contamination at thaca Falls (ITHACA JOURNAL; April 3, 2018)

The City of Ithaca announced the United States Environmental Protection Agency is taking action to address elevated
levels of lead contamination detected in soil in the Ithaca Falls Gorge Trail area below the former Ithaca Gun factory
site.

FPA Relaxes Tough Fuel-Economy Standards for Cars, Light Trucks (NJ SPOTLIGHT; April 3, 2018)

The Environmental Protection Agency yesterday began to roll back tough fuel-economy standards for cars, a step that
will make it more difficult to clean up air pollution in New Jersey, including emissions contributing to climate change.

DEC: CPY emissions nio threat o public health (MID-HUNDSON NEWS NETWORK; April 3, 2018)
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State Department of Environmental Conservation testing of ambient air samples near the CPV power plant in
Wawayanda found that the results were typical of similar, non-urban areas in the state and as a result, officials said the
samples found no threat to public health.

Vernon mulls crackdown on llegal dumping (NEW JERSEY HERALD; April 3, 2018)

VERNON -- A barrage of complaints about an alleged dumping operation off County Road 565, which is currently the
subject of a municipal court trial, has township officials mulling enhanced penalties against the property owner and
others believed to be engaged in illegal dumping under the guise of trucking in "dirt."

Wlare Molinaro: Where he stands on the issues (POUGHKEEPSIE JOURNAL; April 2, 2018)

With Dutchess County Executive Marc Molinaro's announcement that he is running for governor, Poughkeepsie Journal
staffers sought opinions from local sources on how Molinaro has handled a variety of issues.

Report highlipghts ressarch on Great Lakes, 5t Lawrence River (WATERTOWN DAILY TIMES; April 1, 2018)

A new report is highlighting different research efforts to understand and improve the quality of the Great Lakes and St.
Lawrence River ecosystem in New York.

The dirky vet important history of the Newtown Cresl: Our Neighborhood, The Way it Was (QUEENS COURIER; March
31, 2018)

Few waterways were as important to the development of Queens and Brooklyn as the Newtown Creek — the 3.2-mile
tributary that’s more known these days as a heavily polluted Superfund site.

MNational News
Fuel Economy Standards

OBS Mews - Soott Prultt says emissions standards for cars, Hebt trucks should be revised

ERE Climatewire - Pruitt did it Here's why he's loosening the car rules

Washington Times - EPA chief Scott Pruitt soraps Obama-era fuel efficlency rules

Politico - EPA will revize Obama-era auto standards

CHN - EPA wants to give automakers & break on fuel economy rules. But that might not hel

ABC News - EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt announces rollback of Obama-era auto fusl efficlency, emissions standards

Washington Post - FPA to roll back car emissions standards, handing sutomakers a ble win

AP - EPA 1o Roll Back Auto Emdssions Standards

AP - EPA o ease back emissions standards

Reuters - FPA to relax fusl efficiency standards for autos

NPR - EPA Moves To Weaken Landmark Fusl Efficiency Bules

Bloomberg - 1.5, Carmakers May Regret What They Wished For on Pollution RBules
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CRS News - EPA's auto smissions decision sparks a flerce battle

ABC Mews - Trump EPA moving to relax Obama-era suto fuel efficlency, emissions standards

Los Angeles Times - Don't et Trump and Pruitt Make America Smogey Again

California Waiver

Fox News - EPA, Prultt announce rollback of Obhama-era fuel standards, sefting up another battle with California

The Hill - Calif. to fight Trump’s ‘politically motivated’ car standards nlan

Politico - Caltfornia ready to sue if Pruitt goes after car walver

USA Today - On mpg standards, let California be California [P Editoriall

Administrator Pruitt Coverage

Daily Caller - EPA's Scott Pruitt Is Gelting Crushed Under The Weight OF Negallve Prass Coverage

AP - Trump offers support to embattied EPA head

Politico - Trump and Kelly phone Pruitt a3 damaging reparts pile y

The Hill - Trump backs Prultt amid ethics controversies

Washington Times - Trump tells EPA chief Pruitt his job is safe

Washington Post - On one hand, Prulttis 2 huge ethical headache, On the other, he's dolng sxacthy what Trump wants,

MENBC - Amid scandal the EPAs Pruitt has a chat with the White House

Dally Caller - CHN Salivates &t Scott Prultt’s Potential Damise

Politice - White House considered firing Pruitt

The Hill - GOP rep calls for Prultt to step down or be fired

CNN - Pruitt tension leads to Cabinst shutfle déia vu

The Atlantic - Scott Pruitt Bypassed the White House to Give Big Baises to Favorite Aldes

Washington Post - Top Pruitt aide at FPA also shopped for housing on his behalf

Washington Post - EPA explored private ot lease for Prultt’s travels last vear

CBS Mews - White House reportedly reviewing Scott Prultt's condo rental tied to energy Inbbyist

Wall Street lournal - White House Probes EPA Chisf Pruitt Over His Links to Lobbyist
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ABC News - EPA Chief Scott Pruitt facing more calls to investigate housing arrangement

Politico - Democorats guestion Pruitt on housing arrangement

Politico - Democorats call for watchdos investisation of Prultt housing

MNew York Times - Pruitt Had a $50-a-Day Condeo Linked to Lobbvists, Their Client’s Project Got Approved,

ARC News - White House, Dems seek EPA arswers on Pruitt’s rental deal

Washington Post - A swarmng monster s running the ERA (*Editorial

General

Reuters - Exclusive: FPA gives glant refiner a "hardshin’ walver from regulation

BNA - EPA Alms for Predictable Chemical Reviews, Director Savs

EEF Greenwire - Acting depuly leaves today

Daily Caller - Ervviros Sue Trump's EPA For Relaxing Pollution Rule Tarsgeting Power Plants

BNA - ludge Stingy With EPA on Plea for More Time on Late Al Limits

Connecticut Post - Ansonia fined for hazardous waste

Full Articles

Region 2 News
BROOKLYN PAPER

On the hook: Species that live in the Gowanus Canal

By Julianne Cuba
April 4, 2018

The federal officials in charge of cleansing the toxic Gowanus Canal announced they will install signs warning of the
health risks that creatures of the deep caught in the waterway pose to anglers. And those who think marine life can’t
survive in the fetid channel that has claimed the lives of dolphins and whales — where one fisher claimed to hook

a three-eyed specimen — might be surprised to know just how many living things allegedly thrive in its murky waters.
Here’s a list of some fish swimming in the Gowanus Canal that locals may also recognize from restaurant menus or their
neighborhood market’s seafood section:

Blue crab

These crustaceans found in Brooklyn’s Nautical Purgatory — which men over 15-years-old and non-pregnant women
over 50 can eat up to six times per week, according to Environmental Protection Agency and New York State officials —
also feature as ingredients in dishes such as the jumbo lump crab cakes served by Kings County’s eponymous seafood
shack, Brooklyn Crab.
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Striped bass

The fish known by its cross-body stripes that run from gills to tail goes for $10.99 a pound at the Fairway supermarket in
nearby Red Hook, according to its online inventory. But officials caution that only men older than 15 and non-pregnant
women older than 50 should eat any hooked in the Gowanus — and no more than once a month.

Black sea bass

Local seafood slinger Greenpoint Fish and Lobster Co. describes this fish — which it sells for $12.99 a pound and is
known to float beneath the canal’s surface — as “mild-tasting.” Men 15 and older and non-pregnant women older than
50 can indulge in locally caught specimens from the Gowanus Canal up to four times a month, according to officials.

Porgy

This species — which the Greenpoint restaurant and market hawks for more than $20 per fish — is also among the
channel’s marine life and, similar to the black-sea bass, can make an appropriate meal for non-pregnant women 50 and
older and men over 15-years-old no more than four times a month if reeled in from the canal, according to federal and
state leaders.

NJ SPOTLIGHT

NI To loin Clean Car Initiative, 85 EPA Fases Fuel-Eronomy Standards

By Tom Johnson
April 4, 2018

It looks like New Jersey is lining up with other states to fight the Trump administration over its steps to weaken tough
rules to reduce carbon pollution from cars.

Gov. Phil Murphy yesterday announced New Jersey would join eight other states in a cooperative effort to bolster the
sale of zero-emission vehicles, a multistate program targeted to curbing greenhouse-gas emissions from the
transportation sector.

His action to join the clean-car initiative follows a decision by the Environmental Protection Agency to weaken fuel-
economy standards for cars and light trucks, as well as an indication that the Trump administration will challenge
California’s ability to set tougher air pollution standards for vehicles.

The latter issue is significant to New Jersey because it is one of 12 states that have agreed to require that California’s
cleaner cars be sold here. Clean-energy advocates view the program as crucial to the state’s goal of reducing air
pollution, including emissions contributing to climate change.

Sisterhood is powerful

“We know we can’t win this fight alone, so we are joining with our sister states in efforts to deploy clean vehicles to
advance the health of our communities and tackle the largest source of air pollution in our state,” Murphy said in a
press release.

By signing a Memorandum of Understanding, New Jersey will join other states including New York, Vermont,
Connecticut, Rhode Island, Oregon, Massachusetts, Maryland, and California in a concerted effort to implement a
comprehensive zero-emission vehicle program.

“The Trump administration is deliberately weakening our efforts to battle climate change, when we, in New Jersey, are
strengthening our resources to fight it,”” said Catherine McCabe, acting commissioner of the state Department of
Environmental Protection.
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Murphy’s stance is sharply in contrast to his predecessor’s, who spurned regional collaborations with other states to
fight climate change, but has been advocated by environmentalists, lawmakers, and former Govs. Tom Kean and Jim
Florio, all of whom urged the state to join the regional compact.

The organization, known at the Multi-State ZEV Task Force, is working to achieve a collective target of at least 3.3 million
zero-emission vehicles on the road in the eight-state region by 2025. If New Jersey joins the effort, it would up the target
by another 330,000 vehicles.

Righting a wrong

Pam Frank, CEO of ChargEVC, a coalition promoting electric vehicles in New Jersey, was not surprised by the governor’s
decision to join the regional effort. “New Jersey was noticeably absent from this program,” Frank said. “He kind of
righted a wrong here.”

The federal agency’s decision to weaken emission standards made little sense to Frank. “It’s not where the technology is
taking us or where consumers want to go,” she said.

Jeff Tittel, director of the New Jersey Sierra Club, applauded Murphy for standing up to Trump’s move to weaken air
pollution rules. “Signing this MOU sends a very clear signal to the auto industry and White House: We will work with
other states and move forward with electric vehicles,” he said.

In an action plan developed by the muiltistate task force, it encourages states to take a number of steps, including
adopting incentives to boost ownership of ZEVs, increase their numbers in public fleets, and promote infrastructure
investment by public and private entities.

New Jersey is sitting on a pot of money that could help fund some of those initiatives as a result of two settlements with
Volkswagen stemming from the company’s cheating on diesel emissions from vehicles. About $140 million is available
from those two settlements, although not all the money is expected to be allocated for electric vehicles.

[THACA.COM

Extensive polliution persists at thaca’s two most toxis sites

By Nick Reynolds
April 3, 2018

The City of Ithaca’s future might be bright, but this month city officials were served with two stark reminders that it’s far
from leaving behind its toxic past.

Within several days of each other, the City of Ithaca received updates on a pair of the city’s most polluted sites at Ithaca
Falls and at the former Morse Chain factory, each showing levels of pollutants that, despite past cleanup efforts, have
remained incredibly high. At Ilthaca Falls, where lead contamination has persisted even after millions of dollars were
spent over two decades of cleanup efforts, dangerous levels of contamination were recently detected on the gorge floor
(a popular tourist destination) while, at the 60-acre factory complex that previously served as home to Morse Chain, the
New York State Department of Conservation recently wrapped up a survey of current levels of contamination at the
former industrial facility, which predictably, have stayed at high levels. In the past, the factory had been attributed to
the introduction of extensive levels of pollutants in the neighborhoods at the base of the hill.

Here’s a breakdown of what was found:

Morse Chain Pollution
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Tapped for an ambitious redevelopment as the multi-use Chain Works District, a recent survey by the DEC found the
massive former home to Morse Chain Works to be in need of an extensive clean-up in order to be suitable for residential
and commercial development. (The worst-polluted areas would be tapped for industrial use.) Despite documentation of
excessive pollution on the site, no clean-up had ever occurred, even as toxins seeped into the soils of the South Hill
neighborhood beneath it. (Affected homes had the impacts of the pollution mitigated through exhaust systems similar
to those recently employed in Fall Creek after toxic contaminants were found beneath homes near the former Ithaca
Gun site.)

According to the report, which was contracted by the developer and overseen by the DEC, numerous areas of the
complex tested at action levels for numerous, highly toxic compounds in soil and water samples taken at the site,
including trichloroethene (TCE), tetrachloroethene {(PCE), cis-1,2-dichloroethene (DCE), and vinyl chloride; petroleum
hydrocarbons; polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs); barium; and cyanide, samples of which tested highest in the
areas of the dirtiest activity within the former factory.

Additionally, previous sampling events at the site have shown numerous toxic compounds {including TCE, DCE and/or
1,1,1-trichloroethane) have shown up in sampling of the indoor air at the plant’s buildings in concentrations greater
than the NY State Department of Health indoor air guidelines.

“This information, combined with presence of CVOCs in soil and groundwater beneath on-site buildings, indicate that
soil vapor intrusion is occurring or has the potential to occur,” the report reads.

In the coming months, the NYSDEC will develop a draft cleanup plan based on an extensive study of all cleanup options
available at the site. The NYSDEC will announce the draft cleanup plan in a future fact sheet (possibly as soon as next
month, a DEC source said) and present it to the public for public comment.

A full copy of the report is available for review at the Tompkins County Public Library.
Ithaca Falls

When clean-up efforts were apparently “closed” after an extensive effort by the United States Environmental Protection
Agency in 2015, EPA investigator Donald Graham told the Ithaca Journal that contamination at Ithaca Falls was likely to
reoccur at the troubled site, where a botched cleanup in the early-2000s has created a scenario where lead-
contaminated soil from the former Ithaca Gun factory site has trickled down the gorge wall even after years of
remediation.

Last Friday, the City of Ithaca announced the inevitable: more work needed to be done.

In a news release, the city announced that the EPA would be taking action to address elevated levels of lead
contamination detected in soil in the Ithaca Falls Gorge Trail area below the former Ithaca Gun factory site, posting signs
and accelerating plans for a fence and additional gravel to be placed on the gorge trail in an effort to minimize exposure
to the lead-contaminated soil.

Tested in February, documents obtained by environmental advocate and investigator Walter Hang showed extremely
high-level lead contamination up to 69,800 parts per million in some parts of the gorge. For reference, toxic lead levels
are defined as 400 parts per million.

NORTH JERSEY

NI DEP: Hillsdale building must be razed 1o remove toxic chemicals left by dry cleaner

By Sarah Nolan

April 3, 2018
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A Broadway building once home to a dry cleaner must be razed to reach and clean up the toxic chemicals that leached
into the soil and groundwater below, said the state Department of Environmental Protection.

The chemicals beneath 137 Broadway, home to Alexander Cleaners from the late 1960s to 1996, are spreading to nearby
properties, but not affecting public health, said DEP spokesman Larry Hajna. It needs to be removed, he said, "to prevent
any problems down the road.”

The chemical

Tetrachloroethylene — a liquid manufactured chemical widely used for dry cleaning fabrics and metal de-greasing —
made its way into the ground beneath the building, possibly due to improper handling or disposal of the chemical, Hajna
said. Also known as perchloroethylene, or PCE, the chemical is still in use by dry cleaners in New lersey.

The DEP considers PCE a potential carcinogen, and it is regulated as a hazardous substance.
The contaminated plume has begun to spread to neighboring properties, Hajna said.

The building's history

S

Chemicals from a former dry cleaner at 137 Broadway have leached into the soil and groundwater surrounding the site,
and are traveling toward neighboring Bank of America. (Photo: Sarah Nolan/NorthJjersey.com)

The two-story structure in question was renovated into an office building and is currently unoccupied, said Dennis
Rinzler, a real estate agent from Keller Williams, which manages the space.

Sotheby’s International Realty was a first-floor tenant of the building until September 2017, but has since vacated. The
building will not be rented until the DEP decides its course of action, Rinzler said.

In order to prevent contaminants from entering, the building was outfitted with a vapor-mitigation system in 2002 and
the basement walls were sealed in 2004. The system draws vapors from the soil beneath the building and vents them,
Hajna explained.

Chemicals spreading
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Monitoring by the DEP indicates the contaminants are focused under the building, but shows the affected groundwater
is moving in the direction of the Bank of America building next door. Air samples from inside the bank have been tested
and show no impact by the contaminants, Hajna said.

Groundwater beneath Veterans Park, on the other side of Bank of America, shows contaminant levels ranging from very
low to undetectable, Hajna said: "Nothing that would pose a health concern at this time.”

The solution

The DEP recommends demolishing the existing structure to reach the PCE hotspot and then excavate and remove the
soil. Excavation of soil is expected to reach a depth of at least 28 feet below surface grade, the DEP said.

The DEP would monitor groundwater for five years after remediation as part of the plan. The agency is currently
considering information submitted during a 30-day public comment period and will select a final remedy after looking at
all the feedback.

A former dry cleaner at 137 Broadway has contaminated the soil and groundwater beneath is, according to the state
DEP. (Photo: Sarah Nolan/Northlersey.com)

Hajna said he expects the department will issue its decision within the next four to six weeks. The goal is to demolish the
building later this year, he added, after which additional environmental testing will be done before remediation.

The recommended process is expected to cost nearly $1.9 million and would be funded by the DEP, which will seek cost
recovery from the property owners when the work is completed, Hajna said.

Attorney Marc Leibman confirmed that he represents property owners Hee Kul Eun and Ryou Eun. He declined to
comment until speaking with his clients.

Cleaning up the dry cleaning industry

Perchloroethylene was first introduced as a dry cleaning solvent in the U.S. in 1934. By 1962, PCE was the solvent of
choice, and today about 90 percent of dry cleaners in the U.S. use it, according to the DEP.

Exposure to PCE can cause kidney dysfunction and neurological impairments and is likely carcinogenic to humans,
according to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

Hajna said the DEP has dealt with a large number of cleanup cases that involve dry cleaning operations, many of them
taking place years or even decades ago. Mostly, these cases are the result of improper handling or disposal of chemicals,
Hajna said.

In 1993, the EPA issued national regulations to control air emissions of PCE from dry cleaners, including regulations for
air, hazardous waste and water that apply to the industry.
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New Jersey began to offer a first-in-the-nation grant program in 2010 targeting air pollution caused by dry cleaning,
financing new and upgraded dry cleaning equipment to promote greener dry cleaning technologies.

The effort was expected to reduce emissions of PCE by as much as 450 tons per year while easing the burden on small-
business owners being asked to make costly changes.

A map of the affected area shows levels of PCE found in soil and groundwater surrounding the 137 Broadway site of a
former dry cleaner. (Photo: Image courtesy of the NJDEP)

According to DEP information from 2010, there were about 1,700 PCE-using dry cleaning machines in New Jersey at the
time. Priorities for the grant money were aimed at dry cleaners in residential settings, such as apartment buildings or
mixed commercial and residential strip malls, and those within 50 feet of day-care centers.

Federal regulations will outlaw the use of those machines in residential and day-care settings by 2020.

In 2005, the state DEP proposed rules to regulate and eventually eliminate the use of PCE in the dry cleaning industry,
following in the footsteps of California, which approved a ban on the use of PCE from dry cleaning operations by 2023.

However, public comments showed it would be a financial burden on small businesses to quickly mandate retrofitting
their equipment, and the regulations did not move forward in New Jersey.

QUEENS COURIER

Clueens lawmakers say FAS will re-evaluate ‘outdated’ airplane noise measurement methods

By Suzanne Monteverdi

April 3, 2018
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The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is being directed to take an updated look at the way it measures aircraft noise
and its effects on surrounding communities in Queens and other parts of the country.

The FAA will evaluate alternative metrics to the current Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL) method of studying the
airplane noise. The measure was introduced as a provision in the newly enacted omnibus appropriations bill.

Queens Congressmembers Grace Meng, Tom Suozzi, Joe Crowley, Greg Meeks and Hakeem Jeffries, who are each
members of the Congressional Quiet Skies Caucus, announced the provision on April 2.

Under the DNL method, aircraft noise is measured on a scale that averages all community noise during a 24-hour period,
with a tenfold penalty on noise that occurs during nighttime and early morning hours.

The system was the result of a transportation noise survey conducted in the 1970s. In 1981, the FAA established “DNL 65
decibels” as the guideline at which federal funding is available for soundproofing or other noise mitigation.

Instead of producing recommendations based on actual noise levels, lawmakers said, the current measuring method
relies on modeling and simulations to determine “annoyance” levels. This system is antiquated, according to Meng, who
represents areas including Bayside, Flushing and Elmhurst.

“The metric of 65 DNL has long been outdated and does not adequately measure the true impact of aircraft noise,” said
Meng, founding member of the caucus. “That is why it’s time to for the FAA re-evaluate it.”

Suozzi, who represents a portion of northeast Queens and Long Island and serves as co-chair of the Quiet Skies Caucus,
also backed the provision.

“Queens and Long Island residents deserve to live in peace and quiet,” he said. “This provision will require the FAA to
take important steps in addressing noise reduction so people are not bombarded at all hours of the day and night.”

Queens residents, especially those in northeast communities like Bayside, Flushing and Whitestone, have fought an
uphill battle against aircraft noise in recent years. Data released from a sound monitor installed in Flushing in August
2016 revealed noise Jumped beyond 65 DNL about a third of the time measured.

In 2017, Suozzi announced the FAA would take a series of steps to study and work to alleviate constituents’ distress after
hearing concerns voiced at a town hall meeting in Whitestone.

Queens is home to LaGuardia and JFK International Airports, two of the busiest in the country. In 2015, the FAA
announced a multi-year effort to update scientific evidence on the relationship between aircraft noise exposure and its
effects on communities around airports.
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ITHACA JOURNAL

EPA taking action to address lead contamination at thaca Falls

By Matt Steecker

April 3, 2018

Walter Hang, of Toxics Targeting, says the Ithaca Falls Natural Area should be temporarily closed because of high levels
of lead contamination and should be reopened after a successful cleanup.

The City of Ithaca announced the United States Environmental Protection Agency is taking action to address elevated
levels of lead contamination detected in soil in the Ithaca Falls Gorge Trail area below the former Ithaca Gun factory
site.

Sampling performed by New York State Department of Environmental Conservation contractors in February 2018
identified areas of lead-impacted soils near a public walkway and along a path leading to lthaca Falls.

This sampling was conducted as part of ongoing monitoring in the area following excavation of contaminated soil that
was completed by EPA in 2015.

In response to recent detections, EPA will conduct additional field sampling to further define and delineate the nature
and extent of contamination. This information will be used to evaluate next steps. Additionally, plans for the installation
of a fence and gravel to cover trails are being accelerated to prevent continued migration from the gorge face and
reduce potential for public exposure at the popular trail.

The City will be posting signs to warn visitors viewing the Falls within the gorge of the location of the identified impacts
so that they may limit contact with the soils in this vicinity. Additional information and remedial plans and timing will be
communicated once the regulatory agencies have identified the project details and schedule.

NJ SPOTLIGHT

EPA Relaxes Tough Fuel-Economy Standards for Cars, Light Trucks

By Tom Johnson

April 3, 2018
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Federal agency rollback makes it more difficult to eliminate air pollution in New Jersey, reducing greenhouse-gas
emissions, smog

The Environmental Protection Agency yesterday began to roll back tough fuel-economy standards for cars, a step that
will make it more difficult to clean up air pollution in New Jersey, including emissions contributing to climate change.

EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt faulted the Obama administration for setting the standards too high for cars and light
trucks, an argument advanced by automakers as too costly to achieve. “The Obama administration’s determination was
wrong,” Pruitt said in a press release.

In the same release, Pruitt indicated the agency may eliminate a waiver that allows California to impose stricter
standards for vehicle-tailpipe emissions than the federal government. New Jersey is one of 12 states committed to
follow those more stringent standards, deemed crucial to complying with a law to dramatically curb greenhouse-gas
emissions.

“The EPA will set a national standard for greenhouse-gas emissions that allows auto manufacturers to make cars that
people both want and can afford,” Pruitt said. “It is in America’s best interest to have a national standard, and we look
forward to partnering with all states, including California, as we work to finalize that standard.”

Fuel economy of the future

The fuel-economy standards were projected to result in average fleet-wide consumer fuel economy of 54.5 miles per
gallons by model year 2025 — much higher than the current fleet average of 36 mpg.

“The American public overwhelmingly supports strong vehicles standards because they cut the cost of driving, reduce air
pollution, and combat climate change,” said Luke Tonachel, director of the Natural Resources Defense Council’s clean
vehicles and fuels project. “Backing off now is irresponsible and unwarranted.”

“It's a huge environmental roliback,” agreed Doug O’Malley, director of Environment New Jersey. “This is environmental

2y

war.

In New Jersey, the transportation sector is the biggest source of greenhouse-gas emissions, and also a big contributor to
the ground-level ozone or smog that blankets the state in summertime. The demise of the fuel-economy rule may force
the state to clamp down further on stationary sources of pollution like factories, refineries, and other businesses,
according to some.
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“We’ve ratcheted things back more than other states have and yet we still have trouble meeting federal clean air
standards,”” said Dennis Toft, chair of the environmental department at Chiesa, Shahinian & Giantomasi. Upwind states
that have not adopted as strong pollution controls as New Jersey are to blame, he said.

“Clean car standards protect all Americans from unnecessarily high fuel costs and from pollution that is dangerous to
public health,” said Daniel Sosland, president of the Acadia Center, an advocacy group for a clean-energy future. “Rolling
back these standards will damage the country’s economy and its competitive position, contrary to erroneocus assertions
by EPA.”

Lengthy litigation?

It also is likely to trigger lengthy litigation, particularly if California’s clean-car waiver is repealed. California has
threatened to sue if it is blocked from adopting more stringent standards than the EPA.

The environmental agency heads of 10 states, including Catherine McCabe, the acting commissioner of the New Jersey
Department of Environmental Protection, and the District of Columbia jointly wrote a letter yesterday to the EPA
expressing deep concern with Pruitt’s decision.

“Any weakening of the standards would increase pollution from cars and light trucks, with adverse public health and
environmental impacts,” the letter said. “States and our nation need to continue to increase efforts to reduce air
pollutant emissions, and cars and light trucks are among the largest sources of these contaminants.”

The letter from the commissioners also urged Pruitt to retain the waiver for California to impose more stringent tailpipe
emissions. The standard is expected to lead to automakers offering zero-emission vehicles that do not contribute to
greenhouse-gas emissions.

The EPA action is the latest move regarded by environmentalists as a concerted bid to relax laws governing public health
and the environment. Last June, the agency put a hold on federal regulations governing smog, the state’s most pervasive
air pollutant. It is formed from pollution from cars, trucks, factories, businesses, and other sources.

MID-HUNDSON NEWS NETWORK

DEC: CPV simissions no threat to public health

April 3, 2018
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Steam spewed from the plant on January 25

ALBANY — State Department of Environmental Conservation testing of ambient air samples near the CPV power plant in
Wawayanda found that the results were typical of similar, non-urban areas in the state and as a result, officials said the
samples found no threat to public health.

The DEC collected three, one-hour air samples of Monday, March 5 in response to community concerns about odors and
visible plumes from the facility during test. Residents complained of sore throats and burning eyes from the plumes, but
CPV officials maintained it was steam being emitted from the stacks during the test firing with ultra-low sulfur diesel
fuel.

The DEC said testing for 32 compounds found chemical concentrations below the agency’s short-term health-based
comparison values that were developed to be protective of health outcomes from one-hour exposures.

Each of the air samples was collected for one hour using a six-liter canister. Samples were analyzed by DEC’s laboratory
using the US EPA’s method for air analysis of volatile organic compounds.

One sample was collected north of the facility — upwind — in the Pine Hill Cemetery and two were collected south of the
facility — downwind — along DeBlock Road. The third DeBlock Road sample was collected away from homes and 400 feet
northeast of the second sample. During the sampling, the winds were from the north.

The testing found 14 of 32 compounds in one or more samples were identified as products from the burning of ultra-low
sulfur diesel and all concentrations were below respective health-based comparison values.

The remaining 18 compounds are unlikely to be related to the burning of the fuel and are routinely found in
communities in the state as they are related to traffic emissions or refrigerants with long atmospheric half-lives. The
concentrations for all 18 compounds were also below respective health-based comparison values.

The data from all 32 compounds were compared with concentrations found in DEC’'s ambient air toxics monitoring
network. Many of the compounds found in the assessment are frequently detected in other locations in the state. The
comparison showed that the concentrations of all 32 compounds were within the same range as concentrations found in
the rest of the DEC’s monitoring network. The DEC concluded that the measured levels in the neighborhoods
surrounding the CPV plant were not unusual.

NEW JERSEY HERALD
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Yernon mulls crackdown on dllegsl dumping

By Eric Obernauer, New Jersey Herald
April 3, 2018

VERNON -- A barrage of complaints about an alleged dumping operation off County Road 565, which is currently the
subject of a municipal court trial, has township officials mulling enhanced penalties against the property owner and
others believed to be engaged in illegal dumping under the guise of trucking in "dirt."

The proposed crackdown was prompted by the filing in October of charges against 51-year-old Joseph Wallace that will
be the subject of a continuing trial in Vernon Municipal Court on April 17.

The charges, which came after Wallace pleaded guilty in September to six counts of unlawful disposal of solid waste in
New York state, accuse Wallace of continuing to truck in dirt to his Silver Spruce Drive property without a permit since
June 2014. The charges also accuse him of violating a stop-work order issued to him in August 2014 by the Sussex
County Soil Conservation District, an arm of the state responsible for enforcing the state’s rules concerning the large-
scale addition and removal of soil in Sussex County.

Cliff Lundin, district manager for the Sussex County Soil Conservation District, signed the charges in October after
Woallace failed to obtain the permit that the district requires on projects involving the disturbance of soil on areas
exceeding 5,000 square feet.

Lundin has since filed and certified additional charges asserting that Wallace is continuing to deposit material at the
Silver Spruce Drive site in violation of the stop-work order.

Wallace, in a phone conversation with the New Jersey Herald, maintained he is a victim of what amounts to a witch hunt
by local and county officials. He said he has a special exemption from the state, which he said was issued after 2012's
Superstorm Sandy in response to concerns over beach and soil erosion, that allows him to do the work he is doing.

SDLgl have an exemption from the state of New Jersey that tells you that you can rebuild, improve, and expand your
residential property," he said. "There's nothing I'm doing that's illegal.”

The state Department of Environmental Protection, in response to the complaints against him in 2014, issued a warning
letter to Wallace in January 2015 in which it was noted that a complaint had been received from a person accusing
Wallace of dumping "several hundreds of truckloads of soil" on his Silver Spruce Drive property.

The letter noted there had been a previous complaint filed in 2009 that made similar allegations and that also suggested
there were construction debris and asphalt buried on the site.

But since then, according to Wallace, "the DEP has done {multiple) site inspections and not one time have they found
anything wrong or given me a violation -- because I'm not doing anything wrong."

Caryn Shinske, a spokesperson for the DEP, confirmed the essence of that statement.

"Mr. Wallace has been advised that if he is bringing different materials on to his property, they need to be analyzed and
their origin determined and certified,” she said. "But our inspectors have been out there multiple times since that
{(January 2015) warning letter was issued, and no violations have been found."”

At an initial court hearing in January, Wallace's attorney, Martin Morrison, argued that the enforcement action by the
Sussex County Soil Conservation District is preempted by the DEP and by New Jersey's Right to Farm Act -- an argument
that was rejected by Municipal Judge James Devine.

At a March 27 municipal court hearing, a neighbor, Patrick DiStasi, testified that he has continued seeing tandem
truckloads of material being brought in four or five at a time and depositing material on Wallace's Silver Spruce Drive
property.

Wallace, meanwhile, says he is being unfairly SFlbpersecuted.
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"There's definitely political motives because the police are zoning in on pulling over every single truck that is en route, or
leaving or coming from here, and every day they're writing ridiculous tickets for things like cracked taillights," he said.
"To me it's harassment."

Wallace, who said he makes his living as an excavator and auto mechanic, acknowledged pleading guilty to the charges
in New York, which accused him of dumping an estimated 1,000 truckloads of construction and demolition debris
totalling more than 20,000 cubic yards at six sites in Warwick, N.Y., between January 2015 and May 2016.

Woallace said, however, that the material had previously been there and was only found after he was hired to do
preparatory work involving the development of parking lots on those sites.

"Unfortunately | was backed into a corner,"” he said, explaining that he took the plea because he could not afford to pay
for a legal defense. Under the terms of the plea, Wallace said he was given probation for agreeing to establish residency
in New York. Had he not done so, according to the plea, he could have received 45 days in jail.

The Vernon Township Council, meanwhile, is moving toward the possible enactment of proposed Ordinance 18-15,
which would clamp down on the largely unregulated dumping of what is referred to as "fill."

The proposed ordinance, which is set for a final hearing and vote on April 9, cites the hazards associated with
uncontrolled dumping and the township's inability to abate such hazards by working with state agencies.

The ordinance, if approved, would establish a permitting process that would require applicants to supply the Land Use
Board with documentation regarding, among other things, the quantity and source of material to be used as fill.

Failure to comply would subject violators to fines of up to $2,000 per violation or imprisonment of up to 90 days for
each violation. Under the ordinance, each day of nhon-compliance would be counted as a separate and distinct offense.

POUGHKEEPSIE JOURNAL

fMare Molinaro: Where he stands on the issuss

By Nina Schutzman, Geoffrey Wilson and Amy H Wu, Poughkeepsie Journal
April 2, 2018

With Dutchess County Executive Marc Molinaro's announcement that he is running for governor, Poughkeepsie Journal
staffers sought opinions from local sources on how Molinaro has handled a variety of issues.

Economic development
In terms of economic development, local experts highlighted Molinaro’s active approach.

Frank Castella, Jr., president and CEQO of the Dutchess Regional Chamber of Commerce, praised Molinaro for being open
to discussion.

“He’s always had an open-door policy, which is different than what you see in Albany,” Castella said.

Castella pointed toward Molinaro’s work with Think Dutchess as a prime example of how the county executive fostered
an environment for businesses to succeed.

Tourism serves as a major economic force in Dutchess County. Tourists spent $568 million and generated $41 million in
local tax revenue in 2016.

Mary Kay Vrba, president and CEO of Dutchess Tourism, said Molinaro understood the value of tourism in the county
even before he became county executive. Vrba credited Molinaro with increasing the tourism marketing budget.
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Molinaro’s hands-on approach is a boon to local tourism, Vrba said.

“Any time we've had travel writers come to the area, we’d ask him to meet with them,” Vrba said. “He always welcomed
them and provided input about the county.

Education

As a state assemblyman, Molinaro voted against passing a bill to increase the number of charter schools in New York,
and to establish regulations concerning those schools. As county executive, he has voiced concerns about high stakes
testing and student data privacy in relation to the controversial Common Core educational standards.

Molinaro, whose children attend public schools, “has more awareness of the challenges school districts face than many
politicians, including the current governor,” said Richard Hooley, superintendent of the Dutchess County Board

of Cooperative Educational Services, who acts as a liaison between 13 Dutchess districts and the state Education
Department.

Some New York school groups have criticized Gov. Andrew Cuomo’s approach to educational issues such as public
school funding and teacher evaluations.

“Logically, he (Molinaro) would be more supportive of schools as drivers of economic development and support for
children in need,” Hooley said. “That said, politics are powerful, and | can only speculate based on my interactions to this
point.”

Molinaro, a Dutchess Community College alumnus, “has remained engaged with the college both as a graduate and as
county executive,” said College President Pamela Edington. “There is plenty of evidence that he values the importance
of public higher education and the strategic role we play as partners in both social and economic development.”

- Nina Schutzman

Environment
Molinaro has been a supporter of the continued Hudson River PCB cleanup, citing additional remediation as important
for a river that is a channel for transportation, commerce and recreation.

Molinaro also is against proposed plans to expand the commercial shipping anchorages on the Hudson.

Gary Bassett, mayor of the village of Rhinebeck, said based on Molinaro’s track record he’s optimistic Molinaro will
support key environmental issues.

“From my aspect he stood behind us for the Hudson River cleanup, from that aspect he’s been supportive of helping to
ban on the barrages in the Hudson river, and also in our efforts to further provide cleanup for the Hudson River for
source water protection,” said Bassett.

Environmental groups in the Hudson Valley concurred.

“Molinaro worked closely on anchorages issues and so did Cuomo and his team. We work with any candidate who cares
about the Hudson and drinking water as a safety issue," said Paul Gallay, executive director of Riverkeeper. "Every
election cycle, it seems as if concern for the Hudson and our drinking water grows stronger. We expect that again this
year and look forward to the race.”

-Amy Wu
Health care
As county executive, Molinaro has shown support for mental health initiatives and addressed the opioid epidemic.

Tim Massie, senior vice president for marketing, public affairs and government relations at Health Quest, said Molinaro’s
work in regards to mental health has stood out, noting the Stabilization Center at the County Mental Health Center.
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“(It) also has the benefit of addressing addiction and mental health issues in a clinical setting, with the hope of reducing
the number of people who enter the criminal justice system and the County Jail,” Massie said.

Massie touted Molinaro’s work addressing the opioid epidemic, which included public forums highlighting the issue and
private conversations with healthcare providers on how to tackle the issue.

- Geoffrey Wilson
Mass Transit

During Molinaro’s leadership mass transit has emerged as a hot-button issue beginning with the buses. Earlier this year
city of Poughkeepsie buses was transferred under the county system.

Some bus drivers and passengers have expressed concern over the transfer, citing longer routes and service changes.

“A lot of people were against that because the city had many stops,” said Dennis Pavelock, a Beacon resident who works
at the Poughkeepsie train station.

But Frank Castella Jr., president of the Dutchess County Regional Chamber of Commerce, said “I think Marc has led by
example with regard to transit; specifically, in consolidation of resources and enhancement of services. Under Marc’s
administration, an offer was made to the City of Poughkeepsie for an opportunity to assist with bus service and has since
consolidated the two resources, eliminating duplication of duties, saving taxpayers money - all while enhancing the
service. He had also actively reinvested the infrastructure of our roads and bridges, which is ever vital to commerce.”

Molinaro also voiced concern over the metropolitan commuter transportation mobility tax, which is imposed on
business owners within the metropolitan commuter transportation district. He has cited the tax as a burden to
businesses and government.

“I would like to see a review of the sources of income and expenses for the MTA and a consideration to repeal the MTA
Payroll Tax," Castella said. "This tax has been an unfair and unjust burden to employers in Dutchess County and
continues to unequally subsidize talent from our area to commute into Manhattan.”

Pavelock, who is also a frequent user of the Metro-North Railroad and has followed Molinaro’s career closely, also
opposes the MTA Payroll Tax. He said he hopes Molinaro will find new ways to generate income for the MTA.

“A lot of the MTA tax has hurt a lot of the business owners...l think the MTA should be able to create their own monies. |
hope he can find the monies that can {allow the MTA) to be self-reliant,” Pavelock said.

-Amy Wu
Special needs
Leaders of local organizations have lauded Marc Molinaro’s approach to providing services to those with special needs.

Molinaro is “someone who is well known for his support for individuals with differences,” said Patrick Paul, the
executive director and CEO of Anderson Center for Autism in Staatsburg. “He really pushes for inclusivity. | am confident
he will continue to do that.”

Molinaro, who has a daughter on the autism spectrum, established the “Think Differently” initiative in 2015, calling on
businesses, organizations and individuals in Dutchess County to examine how they think of and interact with residents
with special needs.

Since then, Dutchess has launched a number of initiatives to improve the quality of living for those with special needs. In
2016, Toni-Marie Ciarfella was appointed Dutchess County’s Deputy Commissioner of Special Needs, the first position
like it in the state.

The county has offered crisis intervention training to law enforcement, which helps them identify people in crisis,
including those with special needs. The “Think Ahead” collaboration with Dutchess Community College offers special
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needs students a college experience, with job training and skill development. Molinaro led a round table discussion with
local business owners and community leaders on the benefits of hiring those with special needs.

“He seems to very much have a passion for making sure everyone is included in everything that happens,” Paul said of
Molinaro. And the appointment of Ciarfella as deputy commissioner has led to cohesive collaboration between local
agencies, so “we are able to save resources and make sure programs are reaching more people.”

Some initiatives are about having fun. Last year, for instance, the Dutchess County Fair turned off lights and music for a
morning, so people with sensory processing disorders could enjoy themselves without feeling overstimulated. A free
movie screening, designed to accommodate children with sensory issues, was held at Roosevelt Cinemas in Hyde Park.
The county holds annual special needs picnics, and has twice hosted the New York State Special Olympics Winter Games,
along with a “Think Differently Dash” to accompany the Walkway Over the Hudson Marathon. Through a grant with the
county as part of the Autism Supportive Environment training, Anderson Center Consulting assists businesses in
designing environments that are supportive to the needs of individuals with autism and their families.

WATERTOWN DAILY TIMES

Report highlishts research on Great Lakes, St Lawrence River

By Gordon Block
April 1, 2018

A new report is highlighting different research efforts to understand and improve the quality of the Great Lakes and St.
Lawrence River ecosystem in New York.

The efforts highlighted in the Great Lakes Research Consortium’s 2015-2017 report, released this month, include
protecting from threats to wildlife, assessing water quality issues and developing new efforts to understand the region,
which includes Lakes Ontario and Erie and the St. Lawrence River and Niagara rivers.

“These are the issues that help us enjoy the quality of lakes we have in the north country,” said David G. White,
associate director of the consortium. “It’s a part of our ecology, a part of our economy. When these issues come to bear,
it provides us that opportunity to maintain that quality of life.”

He described the report as the “entry door” for learning more about research across the state.
“It opens that door, what are some of the campuses doing, what are the issues they're looking at,” Mr. White said.
Among the projects highlighted in the report are:

E New research will assess the impact of mercury on wetland marshes on the St. Lawrence River, and how a reduction in
wetlands could affect the rate and form of mercury distribution in the river.

Researchers collected wetland data in 2016 and 2017, and now have sensors running all day at the Moses-Saunders
Power Dam and at a site along the Ontario shoreline.

“We need to know how the nearshore mercury release will impact the food web from fish to birds to humans so it can
be properly addressed as a management issue not only for the St. Lawrence River but for the Great Lakes Basin’s
complex ecosystem,” said Michael R. Twiss, of Clarkson University, in a statement.

m A new computer model will help provide information about nutrient levels near the shore of Lake Ontario, which
could help ecologists, water quality superintendents and fisheries managers. The project, broken up into three phases,
has reviewed existing hydrodynamics and water quality models, then creating and testing a model that can reproduce
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the hydrodynamics of Lake Ontario. Researchers are now pushing toward adding the ability to observe water quality and
nutrient levels to their computer model.

B Researchers are looking to assess the threat of microplastics, items less than 5 millimeters in length, on the
ecosystems of Lake Ontario and Lake Erie. Building on findings showing plastic accumulation in different animals, the
researchers are now looking to assess how plastics degrade and how microplastics impact plankton.

Congress approved legislation banning the distribution of products with microbeads as of this summer.

B A Vitamin B1 deficiency for salmon in Lake Ontario, a key sportfish for the region, is reason for study by researchers in
the consortium. A lack of the vitamin, also referred to as thiamine, is said to cause odd swimming behavior, lethargy and
increased mortality.

Researchers have collected mature fish in Oswego and Hamlin, and prey fish and laboratory-raised fish to assess Vitamin
B1 levels. The research spurred a new three-year study funded by the state Department of Environmental Conservation.

The report also talks about developing public interest in Great Lakes research and developing future researchers.

The consortium is made up of 18 American universities, including SUNY schools in Potsdam, Oswego and Plattsburgh,
Clarkson University and St. Lawrence University, and nine Canadian universities.

The full report can be read at http://www.esf.edu/girc/.

QUEENS COURIER

The dirty vet important history of the Newtown Creek: Our Neighborhood, The Way it Was

By The Old Timer

March 31, 2018

Ralph Solecki is pictured standing on the shore of Newtown Creek at Furman’s Island in Maspeth in 1937. The tributaries
separating the island from Maspeth were filled in.

Few waterways were as important to the development of Queens and Brooklyn as the Newtown Creek — the 3.2-mile
tributary that’s more known these days as a heavily polluted Superfund site.

It was named for the town of Newtown, one of the first colonial settlements in Queens. From the mid-1600s to the mid-
1800s, it was a bucolic waterway surrounded by farmland. The boats that traversed it were largely ferries shipping
farmers’ goods to marketplaces in Manhattan.

According to the Environmental Protection Agency, the colonial creek and its tributaries — including Whale Creek, Dutch
Kills, Maspeth Creek and English Kills — “drained the uplands of western Long Island and flowed through wetlands and
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marshes.” It had its own ecosystem and was known for shellfish growth; Mussel Island, an island that once existed
where the Newtown and Maspeth creeks met, was so named to reflect the kind of shelifish found there.

The American Industrial Revolution in the 19th century, however, marked a reversal of fortune for the Newtown Creek.
According to the Newtown Creek Alliance, the nation’s first kerosene refinery opened on the creek’s banks in 1854 —
followed 13 years later by the opening of the nation’s first oil refinery. These were among the first of the more than 50
chemical refineries that opened up on the creek’s shoreline in the years to come.

The Standard Oil Company — which began as the Astral Oil Company in 1880 — had, by the end of the 20th century,
more than 100 distilleries on both sides of the Newtown Creek. These distilleries were dumping more than 30,000
gallons of chemical-laden byproducts into the creek every week, the Newtown Creek Alliance noted.

At the time, industries thought nothing of dumping their waste into the Newtown Creek. Now the main artery feeding
an industrial community, there was little concern about the potential harm done to the environment, nor the potential
health hazards from exposure to chemicals.

Heavy industry grew along the creek in the ensuing decades, and during the 1920s and 1930s, the Newtown Creek was
dredged and widened to accommodate bigger barges. By then, all kinds of industrial businesses lined the shores. Sugar
refineries, hide tanners, canneries, copper wiring producers and even soap makers joined the refineries and oil storage
facilities that employed thousands of people, but at a major ecological cost that wouldn’t be realized for decades.

R

A site in Maspeth looking west toward the Newtown Creek in 1934. Look carefully at the left of the photo and you’ll see
the outline of one of the former Greenpoint gas tanks; both tanks were demolished in 2001. {(Courtesy of the Queens
Borough Public Library, Archives, Ralph S. Solecki Photographs)

Its wetlands and marshes wiped out, its estuaries sealed off as the industrial development went on, Newtown Creek had
been reduced to a single-source waterway. The East River is the only way for water to flow in and out — and, for
decades, it, too had its pollution problems.

With water unable to circulate, the pollution in the creek accumulated, dropping the oxygen levels to zero for much of
the 20th century. This made the Newtown Creek next to impossible to maintain aquatic life.

And yet, the situation was even bleaker.

The city’s sewer system included combined sewer overflow points along the creek. Raw sewage and wastewater was
dumped into the creek whenever the water treatment plants hit capacity during heavy rain events.

The toxic cocktail of human and industrial waste left the Newtown Creek in a truly foul state. One didn’t need to see the
oil slicks and other filth on the surface to know it was polluted; you could smell it, too, sometimes from many blocks
away.
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It was particularly bad in the summer. The Old Timer can remember the overpowering smell — what could be best
described as rotten eggs left to sit in a heated bath of turpentine — whenever taking a drive over the Greenpoint
Avenue or Metropolitan Avenue bridges, which span the creek, to visit relatives in Brooklyn.

The Vernon Avenue Bridge, shown in this 1930 photo, once spanned the Newtown Creek, connecting Vernon Avenue
(present-day Vernon Boulevard) in Long Island City with Manhattan Avenue in Greenpoint, Brooklyn. The bridge was
later torn down and replaced by the Pulaski Bridge. (Courtesy of the Queens Borough Public Library, Archives, Eugene L.
Armbruster Photographs)

Then, in 1978, a Coast Guard crew on a helicopter flyover spotted oil pouring out of a bulkhead on the Brooklyn side of
the creek. An investigation of that leak led to the discovery of the Greenpoint Gil Spill. The result of an underground
explosion at a Standard Qil refinery in the 1950s, investigators determined that more than 17 million gallons of
petroleum — more than twice the amount of crude oil that spilled from the Exxon Valdez in Alaska in 1989 — formed a
giant plume beneath the streets of Greenpoint, Brooklyn.

The discovery seemed to mark a tipping point in the Newtown Creek’s life. In a more environmentally conscious era,
residents in Brooklyn and Queens — along with elected officials in city, state and federal government — decided that
the time had come to do something.

The environmental group Riverkeeper, in conjunction with New York State, filed lawsuits against ExxonMobil — the
inheritors of the former Standard Oil Company — seeking restitution for efforts to clean the massive oil spill and other
pollution in the creek.

In 2010, at the behest of local officials including Congresswoman Nydia Velazquez, the EPA declared the Newtown Creek
a Superfund site, making it eligible for federal funds toward cleanup efforts. Plans for a full creek cleanup are still in the
development stages, and the reality is that it may take a few more decades before those efforts are fully realized.

Even so, the Newtown Creek Alliance notes that the cleanup efforts already made in recent years have helped turn the
tide. It notes on its website that “life is returning to the creek. You can find blue crabs at the mouth, fish swim in its
waters, and waterfowl are prevalent. Wetland plants are taking over the abandoned bulkheads and sediment piles and
school children are growing oysters, which serve as natural water filters.”

ED_001783A_00000719-00023



EPA-HQ-2018-006381

This overhead photo taken in 2013 shows much of the Newtown Creek and the surrounding area. The original
Kosciuszko Bridge and Brooklyn-Queens Expressway run through the heart of the picture.

National News

CBS News

hitps /fwww.chenews.com/news/scoti-pruiti-says-emissions-standards-for-cars-light-trucks-should-be-revised/
Scott Pruitt says emissions standards for cars, light trucks should be revised

By Jacqueline Alemany, 4/2/18, 11:39 PM

The Trump administration announced its intent to roll back signature Obama-era greenhouse gas and fuel emissions
standards for cars and light trucks on Monday, according to a press release.

Scott Pruitt, the Environmental Protection Agency administrator, said in a statement that the EPA was still working to
determine "appropriate standards" but called the emissions determination made by President Obama's EPA "wrong."

"Obama's EPA cut the midterm evaluation process short with politically charged expediency, made assumptions about
the standards that didn't comport with reality and set the standards too high,” Pruitt wrote in a statement.

The state of California is already expecting to fight to continue to set its own ambitious and more stringent emissions
standards for cars to reduce emissions and pollution, an authority granted by a waiver under the 1970 Clean Air Act. Mr.
Pruitt said in the statement that California's waiver is being "reexamined.”

"EPA will set a national standard for greenhouse gas emissions that allows auto manufacturers to make cars that people
both want and can afford — while still expanding environmental and safety benefits of newer cars,” Mr Pruitt wrote. "lt's
in everyone's best interest to have a national standard, and we look forward to working with all states, including
California, as we work to finalize that standard.”

Mr. Trump has long teased Mr. Pruitt’s plans to roll back Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards (CAFE), a move
expected to be welcomed by automakers.

E&E Climatewire

hitos:/fwww. eenews. net/climatewire/stories /106007798 7 fsearchThevwordsEPA
Pruitt did it. Here's why he's loosening the car rules

By Camille von Kaenel, 4/3/18
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U.S. EPA cast aside a 1,217-page staff analysis to cite automaker arguments in its official declaration to loosen fuel
economy rules.

The agency pointed to industry concerns about motorist safety, technology lapses and the unpopularity of cleaner cars
in its justification for rolling back Obama-era standards meant to make passenger vehicles go 54 miles on a gallon of gas
by 2025. (Real-world estimates put that number at 36 mpg.)

Those arguments, which echo the concerns of the auto industry and its allies, were often challenged for being inaccurate
by agency specialists under the past administration and by environmentalists.

The 38-page document released yesterday sharply contrasts to a yearslong technical analysis by EPA staff released two
years ago. It found that car companies had the technology to meet the rules for model years 2022 to 2025 (Climatewire,
July 19, 2016).

"It reflects the ignorance of this administration with regards to science and the degree it will go to reject the skills of its
own high-quality employees," said Jim McCargar, a former senior policy adviser on EPA's car program. "it's just flat-out
wrong."

The agency's paperwork yesterday marks the start of a new rulemaking process that's expected to take months. Officials
with EPA and the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, which shares regulatory oversight on fuel economy,
will hammer out a detailed proposal for cars made between 2022 and 2025.

Those talks, along with negotiations involving California, will determine the course of the most significant effort to tackle
greenhouse gas emissions from mobile sources. Vehicles overtook power plants as the nation's largest contributor of
carbon dioxide emissions last year.

Under Administrator Scott Pruitt, EPA has sought to undo federal rules limiting emissions related to climate change. The
corporate average fuel economy, or CAFE, standards were seen as a major step to address climbing temperatures under
former President Obama. Now they're considered financially onerous.

"Based on our review and analysis of the comments and information submitted, and EPA’s own analysis, the
Administrator believes that the current [greenhouse gas] emission standards for [model years] 2022-2025 light-duty
vehicles presents challenges for auto manufacturers due to feasibility and practicability, raises potential concerns
related to automobile safety, and results in significant additional costs on consumers, especially low-income
consumers,"” says the EPA document released yesterday.

The notice builds the case for rolling back the climate program, but it provides few new details or analysis. The language
went through several contested drafts before being published on the agency's website late yesterday. It refers to studies
funded by automakers, estimates from companies and reports that have been questioned by most researchers.

"Rather than pointing to the fact that these standards are cost-effective for consumers, that we have the technology to
meet and exceed these standards by 2025, and that these standards have tremendous positive impacts on the economy,
the ideologues currently at the EPA have decided to ignore this evidence and misconstrue how the standards work,"
Dave Cooke, of the Union of Concerned Scientists, wrote in a blog post yesterday.

Unpopular plug-ins
The document relies heavily on arguments provided by automakers — primarily the Alliance of Automobile
Manufacturers, the powerful trade lobby pressing for a reconsideration of the rules.

It makes broad claims that changes in market conditions, like long-lasting low gas prices, and consumers' growing

preference for trucks and SUVs justify a change in the rules. To gather more data, EPA promised to "explore new
analytical tools to look at new vehicle sales and fleet turnover as part of its decision-making record for the new rule."
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The document also cites safety concerns from smaller cars. That's significant because it offers an opening to NHTSA, the
Transportation Department agency tasked with extending mileage and saving lives, to lower the targets.

Americans' tepid embrace of electric vehicles also played a role in the decision.

EPA cites estimates provided by Toyota Motor Corp., Fiat Chrysler Automobiles NV and Mercedes-Benz arguing that
carmakers would need to sell significantly more electric vehicles than originally estimated by the program to meet the
2025 targets. The standards are averaged across the fleet. Mercedes-Benz, a laggard on the rules, suggested a quarter of
its sales would need to be electric vehicles to meet the Obama-era goals.

The document includes a figure from the Association of Global Automakers showing that sales of electrified vehicles
have gone down since 2013. The document says that "calls into question" Obama-era projections about EVs.

Others have reached different conclusions. Though sales of hybrid vehicles have slowed, according to a dashboard
maintained by the alliance, sales of plug-in hybrid, battery electric and fuel-cell vehicles have been going up since 2013,
both as a total and as a share.

In the past, EPA expected automakers to meet the rules even if sales of plug-ins remained below 10 percent. That's
because the rules are designed to force improvements in internal-combustion engine technology, not mandate sales of a
type of vehicle.

At times, the document provides a behind-the-scenes look at how the grievances of individual companies have
resonated with the Trump administration. Most automakers have been quiet publicly about the rules.

In one example, the document cites a study by the Center for Automotive Research that estimated the standards could
cause the loss of 1.13 million jobs if they increased the price of a car by $6,000. Ford Motor Co.'s then-CEO, Mark Fields,
mentioned that number to President Trump directly last January.

But it's a worst-case scenario. Environmental and automotive research groups said the study was not credible. Most
estimates, including EPA's, put the cost of the standards at less than $2,000 per vehicle.

Washington Times

brios/fwww washingtontimes.com/news/ 2018/ anr/ Vecott-pruitt-spa-chiel-scraps-obama-era-fusheffic/
EPA chief Scott Pruitt scraps Obama-era fuel efficiency rules

By Ben Wolfgang, 4/2/18

In a move that could upend the U.S. auto industry and spark a bitter legal fight with states such as California, the Trump
administration said Monday that it will scrap Obama-era fuel economy standards and effectively cancel the looming
requirement that all vehicle fleets average more than 50 miles per gallon by 2025.

Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt said the program, known as Corporate Average Fuel
Economy, or CAFE standards, fell victim to politics during the Obama administration as officials sought to take dramatic

action against climate change.

He said his predecessors at the EPA rushed through rules governing fuel economy for model years 2022 through 2025
without fully understanding their potential consequences, and that it’s now clear those rules simply aren’t realistic.

The decision represents a major defeat for green groups and other backers of the program, which was one of the most
sweeping and lasting environmental actions of the prior administration.
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“The Obama administration’s determination was wrong,” Mr. Pruitt said in a statement. “Obama’s EPA ... made
assumptions about the standards that didn't comport with reality, and set the standards too high.”

The announcement also marks a turning point for how the government handles fuel economy for cars and light trucks,
and could slow what had been a steady climb toward more efficient vehicles on U.S. roads. Car manufacturers, though,
insist that cleaner cars will continue to roll off assembly lines.

The current iteration of the CAFE program began with 2012 models and was the result of intense negotiations between
the Obama administration and automakers. Although the benchmarks will remain in effect through 2021, the next phase
— in which all automakers would have had to ensure that their vehicles averaged about 54.5 mpg — was seen as the
most difficult to achieve.

Supporters said it would result in a dramatic reduction in harmful tailpipe emissions. Critics argued that it was a
misguided federal mandate that pushed consumers toward electric cars or other vehicles that they couldn’t afford or
simply didn’t want.

Auto industry groups praised the about-face and vowed to work with Mr. Pruitt to rewrite the standards in a more
realistic way. The EPA chief said he intends to immediately begin work on a replacement program, though it’s unclear
when or if such a plan will materialize.

“Consumer research shows that the monthly payment is the top concern when car shopping. So, to ensure ongoing fuel
economy improvement, the wisest course of action is to keep new vehicles affordable so more consumers can replace
an older car with a new vehicle that uses much less fuel — and offers more safety features,” the Alliance of Automobile
Manufacturers said in a statement.

Environmentalists, on the other hand, called the move another favor from Mr. Pruitt for the oil industry, which has a
vested interest in ensuring American vehicles continue relying on liquid fuels.

“These rollbacks from Scott Pruitt mean Americans will pay more at the pump while our air gets dirtier, just so Pruitt can
help the corporate lobbyists and polluters who give him favors and marching orders,” said Michael Brune, executive
director of the Sierra Club.

“Pruitt’s decision to side with Ford and the Auto Alliance rather than the overwhelming majority of Americans who want
these clean car standards should come as no surprise as this is an administrator who focuses solely on what’s best for
corporate polluters, not the public. But make no mistake, we will continue fighting back to protect these standards and
the health of our communities,” he said.

Mr. Pruitt’s decision, which he will discuss at length Tuesday during a speech at a Virginia auto dealership, sets up what
could be a landmark court battle between the federal sovernment and a coalition of states.

Under current law, California has the authority to establish its own fuel economy standards. Those state standards were
aligned with federal thresholds under the Obama-era program, but Monday’s move puts the two sets of rules in direct
conflict.

California has said it has no plans to change its own standards, and the state wields a great deal of influence over the
issue because it accounts for roughly 12 percent of all vehicle sales nationwide.

“The Trump administration’s assault on clean car standards risks our ability to protect our children’s health, tackle

climate change, and save hardworking Americans money,” California Attorney General Xavier Becerra said in a
statement Monday.
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“My team is currently reviewing the EPA’s determination and working closely with the California Air Resources Board.
We're ready to file suit if needed to protect these critical standards and to fight the administration’s war on our
environment. California didn’t become the sixth-largest economy in the world by spectating,” he said.

The EPA said it is re-examining California’s walver, suggesting it could be poised to try to eliminate the state’s legal
authority to set its own standards.

“Cooperative federalism doesn't mean that one state can dictate standards for the rest of the country. EPA will set a
national standard for greenhouse gas emissions that allows auto manufacturers to make cars that people both want and
can afford — while still expanding environmental and safety benefits of newer cars,” Mr. Pruitt said.

Politico

Rttos: Swww politicopro.comfenerey/whiteboard 2018/ 04/ oruitt-california-cant-dictate-car-rules-92 8959
EPA will revise Obama-era auto standards

By Alex Guillen, 4/2/18, 2:53 PM

EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt today stopped short of announcing plans to revoke California’s waiver to enforce more
stringent auto emissions standards, but indicated he will pressure the state to fall in line behind federal rules.

“Cooperative federalism doesn’t mean that one state can dictate standards for the rest of the country,” Pruitt said in a
press release formally announcing his decision to revise rules for model year 2022-2025 vehicles.

“EPA will set a national standard for greenhouse gas emissions that allows auto manufacturers to make cars that people
both want and can afford — while still expanding environmental and safety benefits of newer cars,” Pruitt continued. “It
is in America’s best interest to have a national standard, and we look forward to partnering with all states, including
California, as we work to finalize that standard.”

California regulators have indicated they are unlikely to agree to any changes to the program unless EPA agrees to issue
standards continuing to require more efficient vehicles for model years 2026-2030.

Pruitt also took a swipe at the Obama administration, which in its own January 2017 determination said the current
rules were achievable.

“The Obama EPA's determination was wrong,” Pruitt said. “Obama’s EPA cut the midterm evaluation process short with
politically charged expediency, made assumptions about the standards that didn’t comport with reality and set the
standards too high.”

CNN

hito: /money.onneam/Z0L8/04/02 fnews/ena-amissions-rules/index. himl

EPA wants to give automakers a break on fuel economy rules. But that might not help
By Chris Isidore, 4/2/18, 4:58 PM

The agency said that the Obama rules are inappropriate and will be revised in a statement on Monday. But about a third
of the country operates under tougher emission rules that were established by the state of California, and are currently
followed by another 12 other states. And so far the EPA is not seeking to upend those tougher rules. Instead it will try to
reach an agreement with California on a single national standard.
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As long as a third of the nation operates under the tougher California rules, automakers will have to make cars that
comply with the more stringent requirements. 5o even if the EPA does ease up emissions standards, they'll still be under
pressure to make more fuel efficient vehicles, such as plug-ins.

Greenhouse gas emissions are tied directly to how much gasoline a car burns. So any rule requiring lower greenhouse
gas emissions requires higher fuel mileage.

The automakers are on record saying they're not sure they can meet the Obama administration's aggressive target to
raise corporate average fuel economy to 54.5 miles per gallon by the year 2025. They also desperately want is a single
national standard so they can sell cars that comply with all rules.

The EPA said the waiver granted to California to set a separate, tougher standard is still being reexamined by EPA.

"It is in America's best interest to have a national standard, and we look forward to partnering with all states, including
California, as we work to finalize that standard," said EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt.

Officials in California made clear Monday they're not prepared to drop their tougher standards.

"We're ready to file suit if needed to protect these critical standards and to fight the Administration's war on our
environment," said California Attorney General Xavier Becerra.

Some advocates of better fuel economy worry that even if the California standards remain in place, the automakers will
sell less fuel efficient cars and trucks in the two-thirds of the nation that isn't covered by those rules.

"The may dump dirty cars on two-thirds of the nation," said David Friedman, director of car policy for Consumers Union,
the advocacy division of Consumer Reports.

The original rule called for EPA to reevaluate the new, tougher standards part way through the process to see if they
were realistic. But just before Obama left office, the EPA determined that the rule should stand as it was originally
designed.

"The Obama Administration's determination was wrong,” said Pruitt Monday. "Obama'’s EPA cut the midterm evaluation
process short with politically charged expediency, made assumptions about the standards that didn't comport with
reality, and set the standards too high."

Pruitt has advocated rolling back a number of environmental rules at the bequest of various industries. He said last year
he wanted to review the new emissions rules, so Monday's action had been expected.

The statement Monday didn’t provide any specifics about what the new rules will entail.

Critics of Pruitt and the Trump EPA argue that automakers are better off making cars and trucks with better fuel
economy.

"Fuel efficiency sells vehicles. Rolling back standards will curb the sale of vehicles,” said Jack Gillis, director of public
affairs at the Consumer Federation of America.

ABC News

hito:/abonews o com/Politics feps-administratorseott-pruittannounces-roliback-ochama-era/ston Pid=54202456
EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt announces rollback of Obama-era auto fuel efficiency, emissions standards

By Arlette Saenz, 4/3/18, 12:05 PM
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EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt announced today that his agency was rolling back Obama-era fuel efficiency and
emissions standards for automobiles, calling the move another step in President Trump’s “regulatory agenda.”

“Those standards are inappropriate and should be revised,” Pruitt said at the EPA.

The change in policy relaxes fuel efficiency and emissions standards for vehicles manufactured between 2022 and 2025.
Pruitt did not outline any new standards, saying they are still under evaluation.

Current greenhouse gas regulations, which went into effect shortly before President Trump took office, require
automakers to roughly double fuel economy to more than 50 miles per gallon. The EPA says that standard would be
replaced by one developed in conjunction with the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration.

“Itis very right for us to be here to recognize that what was done in 2011 and 2012, as we evaluate now, is nhot
appropriate going forward and we're going to get it right,” Pruitt said.

The agency also plans to "re-examine! a waiver that allows California to set stricter standards than federally mandated.

The auto industry applauded the rollback, arguing that Obama-era standards would have proved costly. But Democrats
were quick to criticize the decision.

“EPA Administrator Pruitt’s decision to begin rolling back fuel economy standards is a victory for big oil and major
corporations at the expense of American consumers and clean air for our kids,” Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schumer
said. “As usual, the administration sides with big, powerful special interests over the interests of average American
families, who will pay the price for lower miles per gallon and dirtier air.”

The attorneys general of California and New York have threatened legal action, and the chair of the California Air
Resources Board, which determined California’s standards, warned the decision will degrade air quality and undermine
automakers’ “regulatory certainty.”

The EPA announcement comes as Pruitt faces a series of ethics questions. The White House has launched a formal
inquiry into Pruitt’s living situation when he first moved to Washington, D.C., last year. As first reported by ABC News
last week, Pruitt rented a single bedroom in a Capitol Hill townhouse partly owned by Vicki Hart, the wife of energy
lobbyist J. Steven Hart.

The rental agreement allowed Pruitt to pay $50 a night for use of the condo on the nights he stayed there. According to
Bloomberg, he paid more than $6,000.

At the EPA Tuesday, Pruitt ignored reporters’ questions about whether he still maintains Trump’s confidence. The
president spoke with Pruitt by phone Monday night and White House Chief of Staff lohn Kelly phoned Pruitt this
maorning, White House press secretary Sarah Sanders said.

EPA spokesman Jahan Wilcox has said the arrangement was not a gift and the lease was “consistent with federal ethics
regulations.” But Democrats and ethics groups have raised concerns about the agreement. Pruitt has previously come

under fire after the EPA spent more than $118,000 on his flights, many of them in first class.

“I don’t know how you survive this one,” former New Jersey governor and ABC News contributor Chris Christie told ABC
News Chief Anchor George Stephanopoulos on “This Week” Sunday.

Washington Post
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hitps /S www owashingtonpost. com/national/health-science/epa-to-roll-back-car-emissions-
standards/2018/04/02/0720(006-36a8- 1 1e8-acdB-3Res0 23065 14 story. himiPulim term=1730855e83ae
EPA to roll back car emissions standards, handing automakers a big win

By Juliet Eilperin and Brady Dennis, 4/2/18, 6:34 PM

Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt announced Monday that he would revoke Obama-era
standards requiring cars and light trucks sold in the United States to average more than 50 miles per gallon by 2025, a
move that could change the composition of the nation’s auto fleet for years.

The push to rewrite the first carbon limits on car s and SUVs, which came out of an agreement among federal officials,
automakers and the state of California, is sure to spark major political and legal battles.

California has authority under the Clean Air Act to set its own emissions limits, and it has threatened to sue if its waiver
is revoked and it is blocked from imposing stricter targets. Such a fight has broad implications, because 12 other states,
representing more than a third of the country’s auto market, follow California’s standards.

Pruitt’s decision reflects the power of the auto industry, which asked him to revisit the Obama administration’s review
of the model years 2022-2025 fuel-efficiency targets just days after he took office. President Trump told autoworkers in
Detroit last year that he was determined to roll back the emissions rules as part of a bigger effort to jump-start the
nation’s car industry.

“The Obama administration’s determination was wrong,” Pruitt said in a statement. “Obama’s EPA cut the Midterm
Evaluation process short with politically charged expediency, made assumptions about the standards that didn’t
comport with reality, and set the standards too high.”

Pruitt did not specify what limits would be put in place, saying the EPA and the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration would establish a standard that “allows auto manufacturers to make cars that people both want and can
afford — while still expanding environmental and safety benefits of newer cars.” The agency said he is still considering
the status of California’s waiver.

Officials in that state immediately excoriated the decision.

“This is a politically motivated effort to weaken clean vehicle standards with no documentation, evidence or law to back
up that decision,” Mary Nichols, head of the California Air Resources Board, said in a statement. She argued that the
move would “demolish” the nation’s shift toward cleaner cars and that “EPA’s action, if implemented, will worsen
people’s health with degraded air quality and undermine regulatory certainty for automakers.”

Nichols also hinted at a potential legal fight to come.

“This decision takes the U.S. auto industry backward, and we will vigorously defend the existing clean vehicle standards
and fight to preserve one national clean vehicle program,” she said. The EPA’s decision “changes nothing in California
and the 12 other states with clean-car rules that reduce emissions and improve gas mileage — those rules remain in
place.”

The efficiency gains that the U.S. auto fleet has made in recent decades have slowed since 2013, as gas prices dipped
and the sale of pickup trucks and SUVs accelerated. In the document Pruitt signed Monday, he said the EPA had been
“optimistic in its assumptions and projections” about the availability of technology to meet the standards and the
agency recently had received substantial input from automakers that they needed to be scaled back.

He suggested that if cleaner vehicles are too expensive, consumers will hold onto older cars, thereby lowering the
overall efficiency of cars on the road.
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Peter Welch, president and chief executive of the National Automobile Dealers Association, said in a statement Monday
that while the group supports “continuous improvements” in reducing vehicle emissions, “Standards alone — whatever
they are — won't do the trick.”

The Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, whose members produce 70 percent of the cars and light trucks sold in the
United States, endorsed the shift. The group estimates that it would be more realistic to require the fleet to reach a
miles-per-gallon target in the high 40s by 2025.

The U.S. fleet averaged 31.8 mpg for model year 2017, according to federal figures.

Alliance spokeswoman Gloria Bergquist said in an email that her members “support the administration for pursuing a
data-driven effort and a single national program as it works to finalize future standards. We appreciate that the
administration is working to find a way to both increase fuel economy standards and keep new vehicles affordable to
more Americans.”

But two auto companies, Ford and Honda, recently urged the government to maintain the current requirements but give
manufacturers additional flexibility.

Dan Becker, director of the Safe Climate Campaign, projected that retaining the Obama rule would cut carbon dioxide
emissions by 6 billion tons and save 12 billion barrels of oil over the lifetime of vehicles complying with these standards.
“Even though automakers are pushing gas-guzzling pickups and SUVs rather than more efficient cars, it’s still the biggest
step any nation has ever taken to cut global warming pollution and save oil,” he said.

Two of Pruitt’s predecessors were harshly critical.

“All they care about is undoing everything the prior administration did, and they'll use any excuse for doing that. They
don’t even have the industry itself asking for this,” said Gina McCarthy, EPA administrator under President Barack
Obama and now director of Harvard’s Center for Health and the Global Environment.

McCarthy said that the standards set during the Obama era were based on extensive negotiations with states and the
federal government, as well as the auto industry. “The decision | made was based on real information,” while Pruitt's
decision seemed to have no factual basis, she said.

And former EPA administrator Carol M. Browner, who helped forge the initial carbon thresholds for cars and light trucks
in 2009 while serving in the Obama White House, took issue with Pruitt’s allegation that officials in California are
somehow at fault, saying “this idea that California is dictating or arbitrating for the rest of the country is not accurate.”

Rather, Browner said, federal and state officials in past administrations worked to reach a compromise that gave
certainty to automakers while moving the nation to embrace more fuel-efficient vehicles.

“There’s an opportunity for us to lead the global market in cleaner, more efficient cars,” she said. “But [Trump officials]
are simply going to walk away from that ocpportunity.”

AP

hitos: fapnews com/o2i9a4535064455601 14351 388200 1/ EPA-to-Rall-Back-Auto-Emissions-Standards
EPA to Roll Back Auto Emissions Standards

4/3/18

*embedded video clip
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Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt talked about plans to ease emissions standards for cars and
trucks at an announcement Tuesday morning.

AP

hitos: apnews com/ 15763504791 4% 7 8alcelelodaelcdbS/ EPAto-ease-hack-emissions-standards
EPA to ease back emissions standards

4/3/18

Environmental regulators announced on Monday they will ease emissions standards for cars and trucks, saying that a
timeline put in place by President Barack Obama was not appropriate and set standards “too high.”

The Environmental Protection Agency said it completed a review that will affect vehicles for model years 2022-2025 but
it did not specify details on new standards, which it said would be forthcoming. Current regulations from the EPA require
the fleet of new vehicles to get 36 miles per gallon in real-world driving by 2025. That’s about 10 mpg over the existing
standard.

The agency said in its decision that the regulation set under the Obama administration “presents challenges for auto
manufacturers due to feasibility and practicability, raises potential concerns related to automobile safety, and results in
significant additional costs on consumers, especially low-income consumers.”

The EPA, in partnership with the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, will work to come up with new
standards.

Automakers applauded Monday's decision, arguing that the current requirements would have cost the industry billions
of dollars and raised vehicle prices due to the cost of developing the necessary technology.

“This was the right decision, and we support the Administration for pursuing a data-driven effort and a single national
program as it works to finalize future standards,” said Gloria Bergquist, vice president, communications and public
affairs for the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, in a statement. “We appreciate that the Administration is working
to find a way to both increase fuel economy standards and keep new vehicles affordable to more Americans.”

Environmentalists, meanwhile, warned the proposed rollbacks will make U.S. cars more expensive to fill up.

“No one in America is eager to buy a car that gets worse gas mileage and spews more pollution from its tailpipe,” said
Fred Krupp, president of the Environmental Defense Fund. “Designing and building cleaner, more cost-efficient cars is
what helped automakers bounce back from the depths of the recession and will be key to America’s global
competitiveness in the years ahead.”

Any change is likely to set up a lengthy legal showdown with California, which has the power to set its own pollution and
gas mileage standards and doesn’t want them to change. About a dozen other states follow California’s rules, and
together they account for more than one-third of the vehicles sold in the U.S. Currently the federal and California
standards are the same.

Some conservative groups are pressing EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt to get rid of the waiver that allows California to
set its own rules. Pruitt said in a statement Monday that the agency will work with all states, including California, to
finalize new standards.

“Cooperative federalism doesn’t mean that one state can dictate standards for the rest of the country,” he said. “EPA

will set a national standard for greenhouse gas emissions that allows auto manufacturers to make cars that people both
want and can afford — while still expanding environmental and safety benefits of newer cars.”
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California Attorney General Xavier Becerra said his team is reviewing the EPA’s determination.

“We're ready to file suit if needed to protect these critical standards and to fight the Administration’s war on our
environment,” Becerra said in a statement. “California didn’t become the sixth-largest economy in the world by
spectating.”

A joint statement by the governors of California, Oregon, and Washington, as well as the mayors of Los Angeles,
Oakland, San Francisco, Portland and Seattle, also decried the EPA’s decision.

“This move sets us back from years of advancements by the automotive industry put in motion by states that took the
lead in setting emission standards,” the statement said. “These standards have cleared the haze and smog from our
cities and reversed decades of chronic air pollution problems, while putting more money in consumers’ pockets.”

Sen. Edward J. Markey said the existing standards are “technically feasible and economically achievable,” and added that
he would use every legislative tool to block the moves.

“Slashing these standards would amount to turning the keys to our energy policy over to Big Oil and the auto industry,”
said the Massachusetts Democrat, who is a member of the Environment and Public Works Committee and chair of the
Senate Climate Task Force.

According to Markey, the standards are projected to save nearly 2.5 million barrels of oil a day by 2030, around as much
oil as is imported from OPEC countries every day.

It could take a couple years for the EPA to propose new rules, gather public comment and finalize any changes. In the
meantime, automakers have to proceed with plans for new cars and trucks under the current gas mileage requirements
because it takes years to develop vehicles.

Reuters

hitos: fenw regters.com/article/us-usa-ena-autos/ens-torela-fuel-efliciency-standsrds-for-gutos-IdUSRCNIHI1OD
EPA to relax fuel efficiency standards for autos

By Timothy Gardner, 4/2/18, 2:23 PM

WASHINGTON (Reuters) - The Trump administration on Monday rejected an Obama-era plan to make automobiles more
fuel efficient, opening up a long process to weaken current standards and putting California and the federal government
on a collision course over vehicle emissions.

Scott Pruitt, administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, said in a statement that the standards on model
year 2022 to 2025 vehicles were not appropriate and should be revised.

The Obama administration set the average fleet-wide fuel efficiency standards “too high” and “made assumptions about
the standards that didn’t comport with reality,” Pruitt said. He did not offer specifics on revising them.

The standards called for roughly doubling by 2025 the average fuel efficiency of new vehicles sold in the United States to
about 50 miles (80 km) per gallon. Proponents said they could help spur innovation in clean technologies.

California has long been allowed by an EPA waiver to impose stricter standards than Washington does on vehicle

emissions of some pollutants. And 12 other states, including New York, Pennsylvania and Massachusetts, follow
California’s lead on cleaner cars.
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That has set up a battle on vehicle efficiency between California, the most populous U.S. state and a massive car market,
and the administration of President Donald Trump.

Pruitt is a big proponent of states’ rights to regulate themselves, but opposes California’s push for greener cars.
California’s waiver to impose its own efficiency standards is being re-examined, the EPA said.

Itis in “America’s best interest to have a national standard,” Pruitt said in the release.

California Governor Jerry Brown blasted the EPA’s action. “This cynical and meretricious abuse of power will poison our
air and jeopardize the health of all Americans,” Brown said.

Mary Nichols, the head of the California Air Resources Board, said her state “will vigorously defend the existing clean
vehicle standards.”

PATCHWORK OF RULES

Auto industry executives have not publicly sought specific reductions in the requirements negotiated with the Obama
administration in 2011 as part of a bailout deal. But they have urged Pruitt and Trump to revise the Obama standards so
it becomes easier and less costly to meet complex targets, which vary depending on the size of vehicles and whether
they are classified as cars or trucks.

Automakers also want to avoid a patchwork of rules that would add costs to engine manufacturing.

“The best way to achieve our collective goals is under a single national program that provides an aggressive but
achievable pathway, a variety of compliance tools, and factors in the role of customers,” said John Bozzella, president
and chief executive officer of the Association of Global Automakers.

Gloria Bergquist, a spokeswoman for the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, said Pruitt made the right decision and
that the administration was working on a way to both increase fuel economy and “keep new vehicles affordable to more
Americans.”

Changes to the standards could affect car manufacturers, including Ford Motor Co, General Motors Co and Tesla Inc

EPA chief Pruitt under pressure over lobbyist condo deal

Auto suppliers were cautiously optimistic about the creation of a national fuel efficiency plan. Steve Handschuh, head of
the Motor and Equipment Manufacturers Association, said while his group supports adjustments and flexibilities “we do
not support significant changes to the standards.”

Environmentalists decried Pruitt’s decision, saying stricter standards would slash emissions of the greenhouse gas
carbon dioxide. Proponents of the corporate average fuel economy standards, or CAFE, say they have led to big gains in
auto technology and that relaxing them could eventually hurt sales of U.S. cars in European and Asian countries that are
moving toward mandates for electric cars.

It would “take America backward by jeopardizing successful safeguards that are working to clean our air, save drivers
money at the pump, and drive technological innovation that creates jobs,” said Luke Tonachel, a clean vehicles advocate
at the Natural Resources Defense Council.

NPR

hitos: fwwee.nprorg/sections/thebwo-way/2018/04 /02 /5ORRBRAL H  eoa-moves-to-weaken-landmark-fuel-efficiency-
rulss

EPA Moves To Weaken Landmark Fuel Efficiency Rules
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By Nathan Rott, 4/2/18, 5:11 PM

The Trump Administration today moved to weaken fuel economy standards for automobiles, saying the current ones are
inappropriate and wrong.

The long-anticipated move is a win for auto manufacturers, which had lobbied for lower fuel-economy standards. It's
also a rejection of one of former President Barack Obama's biggest efforts to combat climate change by curbing
greenhouse gas emissions.

In making the announcement, Scott Pruitt, head of the Environmental Protection Agency, accused Obama of making
incorrect assumptions when setting the standards, which led to them being set "too high."

The Obama administration, working with California, aimed to nearly double the fleet wide average fuel economy for
passenger cars and SUVs to more than 50 miles per gallon by 2025.

Automobile emissions and transportation are one of the largest sources of greenhouse gas emissions in the U.S.

Pruitt's EPA is abandoning those goals and says it will work with the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration to
set more appropriate standards at a later date.

The move puts the Trump administration on the path toward another legal showdown with California, which has said
that it will keep the stricter air standards in place. The state has a federal waiver under the Clean Air Act that allows it to
set its own standards for vehicle emissions. Twelve other states follow California's lead, and together they account for a
third of all car sales in the U.S.

"This is a politically motivated effort to weaken clean vehicle standards with no documentation, evidence or law to back
up that decision,” said Mary Nichols, chair of the California Air Resources Board, in a statement. She accused EPA of
aiming to "demolish the nation's clean car program."

Typically, the federal government and California work together to set shared auto emissions and fuel economy
standards. Car manufacturers want uniformity nationwide, so they're not having to build different types of vehicles for
consumers in different states.

But the Trump administration and California are at odds on a number of issues, and it's unclear if either side would be
willing to make a concession.

"Cooperative federalism doesn't mean that one state can dictate standards for the rest of the country,” Pruitt said in a
statement. "It's in everyone's best interest to have a national standard, and we look forward to working with all states,
including California, as we work to finalize that standard."

The statement said California's environmental waiver "is still being reexamined by EPA.Y

California Gov. Jerry Brown also criticized the announcement.

"This cynical and meretricious abuse of power will poison our air and jeopardize the health of all Americans,” he said in a
statement.

Any split in the nation’s car market would be troublesome for auto manufacturers, which had lobbied the Trump
administration to lower the standards. They argued that with low gas prices, consumers are buying more larger vehicles
— SUV's and pickup trucks — making the push for fuel-efficient electric vehicles and hybrids a costly burden. Lowering
the fuel economy standards, they said, would give them more flexibility to meet consumer demands.

ED_001783A_00000719-00036



EPA-HQ-2018-006381

Jessica Caldwell, executive director of industry analysis at the automotive website Edmunds, said in a statement that
flexibility will come with a cost.

"The unfortunate reality is that this decision comes with a logistical nightmare in the short term," she said. If states
divide into a patchwork of competing fuel economy standards, while a long court battle drags out, "it puts automakers in
a very challenging scenario from a product development perspective."”

Bloomberg
hitos: fwew . bloomberg com/dnews/articles/2018-04-0%3 /u-s-carmakern-mayv-regret-what-theyv-wished-for-on-poliution-

U.S. Carmakers May Regret What They Wished For on Pollution Rules
By Ryan Beene, Jennifer A Dlouhy, and lohn Lippert, 4/3/18, 4:00 AM

The titans of Detroit’s auto industry met with President Donald Trump four days after he took office and warned that
jobs could be lost if the emission limits enacted by his predecessor weren’t made more flexible.

On Monday, the Trump administration responded by agreeing to revise the Obama administration standards - but in a
way that may backfire on the automakers.

In announcing the decision, Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt included a tacit threat that the
federal government might no longer go along with California’s smog-fighting policies. That could lead to pollution rules
that vary state-by-state, greatly complicating life for the people making the cars.

“Automakers will get the flexibility they wished for, but at what cost?" said Jessica Caldwell, executive director of
industry analysis at the car shopping website Edmunds. "The unfortunate reality is that this decision comes with a
logistical nightmare in the short term."

After the EPA said that fuel-efficiency regulations for cars and light trucks were too stringent and Pruitt singled out
California, officials of that state promptly vowed to defend its standards in court, signaling that years of litigation and
uncertainty could lie ahead, further complicating an industry already facing profound change from self-driving cars and
mobility services.

If the industry winds up with a patchwork of rules, "it’s going to be a nightmare in California," Jim Lentz, chief executive
of Toyota Motor Corp. in North America, said in an interview last week. "You may have people cross the border to buy a
truck in Nevada and not in California,” he said.

At the same time, Lentz said, automakers can’t accept regulatory targets that force them to build cars customers don’t
want.

But for the Trump administration, this isn’t solely about what automakers want. Trump’s agencies have been
methodically tearing up many of the signature policies of former President Barack Obama. Nowhere is that more true
than with environmental rules, which represent the front line of Trump’s vow to lift regulatory burdens that he says
throttle economic development.

The EPA’s move to pare Obama-era vehicle standards dovetails with other Trump efforts to roll back Obama policies
combating climate change, including the Clean Power Plan that slashed greenhouse gas emissions at power plants and
regulations governing methane leaks at oil wells. Easing requirements meant to save fuel also align with Trump's
celebration of U.S. oil production and American "energy dominance."”

ED_001783A_00000719-00037



EPA-HQ-2018-006381

Pruitt said the agency would work with California and other states. However, he said the agency was re-examining the
Clean Air Act waiver that has given California unigue authority to set its own clean-air rules since 1970, and that
Sacramento wouldn’t set auto efficiency rules for the nation.

“Cooperative federalism doesn't mean that one state can dictate standards for the rest of the country,” Pruitt said in the
agency's press release. "EPA will set a national standard for greenhouse gas emissions that allows auto manufacturers to
make cars that people both want and can afford -- while still expanding environmental and safety benefits of newer
cars,”

Twelve other states follow California’s emission rules, together accounting for about a third of the American automobile
market.

The EPA will now begin drafting fresh auto standards for 2022-2025 alongside the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration, which has been developing new fuel economy targets for the same period. The new rules will be
adjusted from current levels "as appropriate,” Pruitt said.

Sacramento Versus Washington

California officials vowed to resist a Trump-led rollback of the federal targets, with state Attorney General Xavier Becerra
threatening a lawsuit and Air Resources Board Chairman Mary Nichols blasting the EPA’s move as a bid to "demolish the
nation’s clean car program.”

"California will not weaken its nationally accepted clean car standards, and automakers will continue to meet those
higher standards, bringing better gas mileage and less pollution for everyone," Nichols said in an emailed statement.
"This decision takes the U.S. auto industry backward, and we will vigorously defend the existing clean vehicle standards
and fight to preserve one national clean vehicle program.”

Automakers and their trade associations applauded Pruitt’s decision but stressed the need to preserve a single set of
aligned standards nationwide.

"Our priorities for modernizing the standards are the need for one national set of requirements and the need to
comprehend new technology developments and increased shared and autonomous electric vehicles,” General Motors
Co. said in a statement. "We look forward to working with all parties on modernized standards that achieve better fuel
economy for our customers and a better environment for everyone.”

As the Trump administration begins rewriting the industry’s critical rules, automakers may not be in the driver’s seat.
Instead, that role may go to influential free-market conservatives who for years have chafed at the federal government’s
deference to California.

"Decisions about what kinds of cars people buy and drive should be made by the consumers themselves, not
bureaucrats in Sacramento," said Thomas Pyle, president of the American Energy Alliance, a Washington advocacy

group.

In a letter to Pruitt and Transportation Secretary Elaine Chao on Monday, Pyle and 11 other conservative leaders argued
that the administration should use its rewrite of the emissions rules to "restore the program to its original legal regime
as laid out by Congress."

That could mean a single set of federal requirements dictated by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration --
without separate emissions standards from the EPA and the California Air Resources Board.

Detroit’s Dilemma

"It is arguable that the EPA" and California "programs should not exist at all, as the EPA program is duplicative" of the
federal corporate average fuel economy standards, and the California program "is preempted under federal law, which
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was ignored by the previous administration," wrote the conservatives, including Myron Ebell of the Competitive
Enterprise Institute and Grover Norquist of Americans for Tax Reform.

In most public comments over the past few weeks, automakers have tried to thread a rhetorical needle: advocating to
ease the standards but imploring the Trump administration not to push so hard that California balks. Executives at Ford
Motor Co. and Honda Motor Co. all said they want more flexibility in the rules but not a rollback in overall stringency,
with Ford brass writing "we support increasing clean car standards through 2025 and are not asking for a rollback.”

Ford might not want a rollback, but the company may get one in large measure because of pressure brought to bear on
Trump last year. In March 2017, at a California Air Resources Board meeting in Sacramento, Nichols issued a warning for
the industry about what might come next.

“I want to turn to the industry representatives who are here and say, ‘what were you thinking when you threw
yourselves on the mercy of the Trump administration to solve your problems?’”’ Nichols said.

CBS News

hitos:/fwww . chsnews.com/news/enas-auto-emissions-decision-sparks-a-fierce-battle/
EPA’s auto emissions decision sparks a fierce battle

4/3/18, 8:45 AM

The fight over the Environmental Protection Agency's decision to ease emissions standards for cars and trucks began as
soon as the announcement came. The Trump administration's EPA, led by Scott Pruitt, said the regulatory timeline put in
place by President Barack Obama was inappropriate and set standards "too high.”

Without specifying details, which the EPA said would be forthcoming, the agency said its review of rules would affect
vehicles for model years 2022-2025. The current regulations call for the entire fleet of new vehicles to get 36 miles per
gallon in real-world driving by 2025 -- about 10 mpg over the existing standard.

Automakers applauded Monday's decision, arguing that the current requirements would have cost the industry billions
of dollars and raised vehicle prices due to the cost of developing the necessary technology.

"This was the right decision, and we support the Administration for pursuing a data-driven effort and a single national
program as it works to finalize future standards," said Gloria Bergquist, vice president, communications and public
affairs for the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, in a statement. "We appreciate that the Administration is working
to find a way to both increase fuel economy standards and keep new vehicles affordable to more Americans.”

Environmentalists, however, warned the proposed rollbacks will make U.S. cars more expensive to fill up.

"No one in America is eager to buy a car that gets worse gas mileage and spews more pollution from its tailpipe,"” said
Fred Krupp, president of the Environmental Defense Fund. "Designing and building cleaner, more cost-efficient cars is
what helped automakers bounce back from the depths of the recession and will be key to America’s global
competitiveness in the years ahead."

In addition, any federal rule change is likely to set up a lengthy legal showdown with California, which has the power to
set its own pollution and gas mileage standards and doesn't want them watered down. About a dozen other states
follow California's rules, and together they account for more than one-third of the vehicles sold in the U.S. Currently the
federal and California standards are the same.
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That has some conservative groups pressing Pruitt to get rid of the waiver that allows California to set its own rules. The
EPA secretary said in a statement Monday that the agency will work with all states, including California, to finalize new
standards.

"Cooperative federalism doesn't mean that one state can dictate standards for the rest of the country,” he said. "EPA
will set a national standard for greenhouse gas emissions that allows auto manufacturers to make cars that people both
want and can afford -- while still expanding environmental and safety benefits of newer cars."

California Attorney General Xavier Becerra said his team is reviewing the EPA's determination.

"We're ready to file suit if needed to protect these critical standards and to fight the Administration's war on our
environment," Becerra said in a statement. "California didn't become the sixth-largest economy in the world by
spectating.”

Also decrying the EPA's decision was a joint statement by the governors of California, Oregon, and Washington, as well
as the mayors of Los Angeles, Oakland, San Francisco, Portland and Seattle.

"This move sets us back from years of advancements by the automotive industry put in motion by states that took the
lead in setting emission standards," the statement said. "These standards have cleared the haze and smog from our
cities and reversed decades of chronic air pollution problems, while putting more money in consumers’ pockets."

Sen. Edward |. Markey, D-Mass., said the existing standards are "technically feasible and economically achievable," and
he added that he would use every legislative tool to block the moves.

"Slashing these standards would amount to turning the keys to our energy policy over to Big Oil and the auto industry,”
said Markey, who's a member of the Environment and Public Works Committee and chair of the Senate Climate Task
Force.

According to Markey, the standards are projected to save nearly 2.5 million barrels of oil a day by 2030, around as much
oil as the U.S. imports from OPEC countries every day.

It could take a couple years for the EPA to propose new rules, gather public comment and finalize any changes. In the
meantime, automakers have to proceed with plans for new cars and trucks under the current gas mileage requirements
because it takes years to develop vehicles.

The agency said in its decision that the regulation set under the Obama administration "presents challenges for auto
manufacturers due to feasibility and practicability, raises potential concerns related to automobile safety, and results in
significant additional costs on consumers, especially low-income consumers.”

The EPA said it will work to come up the new standards in partnership with the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration. Getting there, however, promises to be anything but a joyride.

ABC News

hito/abonews gocom/Politics/irump-ena-restinding-ohama-era-auto-fusbefficiency/ston Aid=54 184178
Trump EPA moving to relax Obama-era auto fuel efficiency, emissions standards

By Erin Dooley, 4/2/18, 8:18 PM
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Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt is moving to relax fuel efficiency and emissions standards
for vehicles manufactured between 2022 and 2025, the agency announced Maonday — something largely applauded by
the auto industry, which has argued the standards set by the Obama administration are prohibitively expensive.

The current greenhouse gas regulations, codified just before Trump took office and requiring automakers to roughly
double fuel economy to more than 50 mpg, would be replaced by a standard developed in conjunction with the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, according to the EPA.

"The previous administration's determination was wrong,” Pruitt said in a statement. "Obama’s ERPA ... made
assumptions about the standards that didn't comport with reality and set the standards too high.”

The EPA also plans to "reexamine” a waiver that allows California to set stricter standards than those mandated by the
federal government. Unlike other states, California is legally allowed to seek an exemption to federal standards in favor
of its own. Other states aren't allowed to apply for their own waiver but are allowed to adopt California's, which a dozen
states have.

"Cooperative federalism doesn't mean that one state can dictate standards for the rest of the country,” Pruitt said. "It is
in America's best interest to have a national standard, and we look forward to partnering with all states, including
California, as we work to finalize that standard."

Already, California's Attorney General, Xavier Becerra, has threatened to sue.

"The Trump Administration's assault on clean car standards risks our ability to protect our children's health, tackle
climate change, and save hardworking Americans money," Becerra said. "We're ready to file suit if needed to protect
these critical standards and to fight the Administration's war on our environment. California didn't become the sixth-
largest economy in the world by spectating.”

New York, which adopted California's standard more than a decade ago, also may consider legal action.

New York Attorney General Eric T. Schneiderman slammed the EPA's decision as an "illegal rollback” that would prompt
"higher fuel costs and more dangerous air pollution.”

A patchwork of differing environmental regulations could present a headache for the auto industry, potentially
necessitating the development of multiple versions of each vehicle.

"Maintaining a single national program is critical,” the Auto Alliance, an interest group that represents more than a
dozen manufacturers, said in a statement.

The industry, the group argues, is committed to improving fuel economy, but insists that in order to do that, "the wisest
course of action is to keep new vehicles affordable" so that consumers can replace old, less-efficient vehicles with newer
models that pollute less.

Los Angeles Times

hitolwww latimes.comfopinionfeditorials/a-edrepa-fusheconnmy-20 180403 -ston bml
Don't let Trump and Pruitt Make America Smoggy Again

By the Times Editorial Board, 4/3/18, 3:00 AM

The world is increasingly speeding toward a future of clean, zero-emissions cars. China — the largest auto market on the
planet — plans to ban the sale of new vehicles powered by gasocline and diesel engines in the coming decades. Until

ED_001783A_00000719-00041



EPA-HQ-2018-006381

then, the Chinese government requires that carmakers sell an increasing number of hybrid and electric vehicles in the
country each year.

France, Britain, Norway and India have also pledged to phase out fossil fuel vehicles. And automakers have responded.
Volvo pledged in 2017 to sell only hybrid or battery models starting next year, while General Motors, Ford, Volkswagen,
Daimler and other big carmakers have said they will roll out more and more electric models to serve the growing market
demand worldwide.

But here in the United States, President Trump and his anti-environmental protection sidekick, Scott Pruitt, are
determined to head recklessly in the opposite direction. It's up to California and other environmentally responsible
states to stop them.

On Monday, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency announced it has abandoned ambitious but much-needed fuel
economy rules that required automakers to step up the improvements in their cars' and SUVs' mileage and emissions.
Adopted under the Obama administration, the regulations were a crucial piece of the national effort to curb greenhouse
gas emissions and slow global climate change.

Indeed, the regulations being heedlessly ditched were slated to improve the average fuel economy of new cars and
trucks 50% by 2025, to almost 55 miles per gallon. To meet the new standards, automakers were expected to develop
and sell more hybrid and electric models, which, over time, would slash oil consumption, smoggy tailpipe pollutants and
greenhouse gas emissions.

Every other government in the industrialized world recognizes that climate change is real.

But those benefits apparently carried little weight with Pruitt, , a stalwart shill for the fossil fuel industry, who claims the
Obama administration rushed the analysis of whether the regulations were feasible and set the standards too high.
That's mere pretext, given that Pruitt has used his tenure at the EPA to systematically attack responsible, science- and
health-based regulations. Nor, apparently, is it enough that he's weakened national environmental protections; Pruitt
has suggested he may go after California's essential air quality regulations and climate change program as well.

In order to address the enormous contribution cars and trucks make to California's unusually severe air-quality
problems, the federal Clean Air Act gave the state unique power to adopt vehicle emissions rules that are more stringent
than the EPA's. The federal government can block the state rules only if the EPA deems them inconsistent with the Clean
Air Act's efforts to protect public health or welfare. Thankfully, Gov. Jerry Brown and state leaders have made it clear
that California is not rolling back its clean-car rules. Other states can follow California's lead on tailpipe standards, and a
dozen states, representing about one-third of the U.S. auto market, have said they will continue to do so.

That would leave manufacturers with two options. They could go the costly route of making two versions of each
vehicle: A more fuel-efficient model for states with California's standards, and a less fuel-efficient model for the rest of
the country. Or carmakers may just comply with California’s rules, which would negate the EPA's rollback. Or Pruitt and
Trump could try to deny California its longstanding power to enact emissions standards, triggering {another) legal battle
with the state.

It sure sounds like Pruitt is readying for a war. "Cooperative federalism doesn't mean that one state can dictate
standards for the rest of the country,” he said in a statement. California leaders, already practiced in Trump resistance,
are digging in as well. The state has already intervened in a lawsuit filed by the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers to
overturn the federal fuel-efficiency standards. Atty. Gen. Xavier Becerra said his office is prepared to sue again to "fight
the administration's war on our environment."”

Pruitt's efforts are a colossal waste of time and money. Every other government in the industrialized world recognizes
that climate change is real and that it will take serious action now to minimize the devastating effects of global warming.
The leading world economies also recognize that there is a much-needed shift from fossil fuel vehicles underway, and
they are choosing to lead the transition to low- and no-carbon transportation systems.
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Even automakers know this. That's why most of them are already developing and marketing electric and hybrid models
to sell around the world. Instead of making progress toward innovation and a cleaner future, Trump and Pruitt have
chosen to keep this country guzzling gas and pumping out carbon.

Fox News

hitp:fwww foxnews comfpolitics/2018/04/0% / epa-prultt-announce-roliback-obama-era-fuelstandards-setting-up-
another-battle-with-california htimd

EPA, Pruitt announce rollback of Obama-era fuel standards, setting up another battle with California

By Andrew O’Reilly, 4/3/18

Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt laid out plans on Tuesday to roll back Obama-era fuel
standards in a move seen as a win for automakers, but one that is likely to ignite a major political and legal battle with
the nation’s most populous state.

“These standards that were set were inappropriate and need to be revised,” Pruitt said during a speech at the EPA in
Washington D.C., adding that the rules are too expensive and hurt car buyers by making vehicles costlier.

“The focus should be on making cars that people actually buy and that are efficient,” he said.

Pruitt’s decision to rewrite the nation’s first carbon limits on automobiles, which requires cars and light trucks sold in the
United States to average more than 50 miles per gallon by 2025, reflects both the power of the country’s automakers
and the Trump administration’s determination to jump start the car industry.

“This was the right decision, and we support the Administration for pursuing a data-driven effort and a single national
program as it works to finalize future standards,” the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, which includes General
Motors, Ford and Fiat Chrysler, said in a statement. “We appreciate that the Administration is working to find a way to
both increase fuel economy standards and keep new vehicles affordable to more Americans.”

The move, however, once again pits the Trump administration against the state of California.

Under the 1970 Clean Air Act, California can set its own greenhouse gas emissions standards and has threatened to sue
the federal government if its waiver is withdrawn and the state is blocked from imposing the more austere limits. A
showdown between California and the Trump administration would have wide-ranging implications as currently 12
other states — making up more than a third of the U.S. auto market — follow the Golden State’s emissions standards.

“The Trump Administration’s assault on clean car standards risks our ability to protect our children’s health, tackle
climate change, and save hardworking Americans money,” California Attorney General Xavier Becerra said in a
statement on Monday. “We’re ready to file suit if needed to protect these critical standards and to fight the
Administration’s war on our environment. California didn’t become the sixth-largest economy in the world by
spectating.”

California Attorney General Xavier Becerra discusses reports that wide-spread federal immigration raids may be planned
soon in Northern California, at a news conference Thursday, Jan. 18, 2018, in Sacramento, Calif. Becerra warned
employers that they must comply with a new California law that limits their cooperation with immigration officials. (AP
Photo/Rich Pedroncelli)

California Attorney General Xavier Becerra. (Copyright 2018 The Associated Press. All rights reserved.)
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A coalition of at least 14 state attorneys general joined Becerra on Monday in calling the rollback “irrational and
irresponsible” and vowing to “vigorously and aggressively challenge President Trump’s dangerous anti-environmental
agenda in court.”

While Pruitt did not specifically address California during Tuesday's announcement, the administrator noted in a
statement released Monday that the EPA would be reexamining California’s waiver and that “[clooperative federalism
doesn’t mean that one state can dictate standards for the rest of the country.”

“EPA will set a national standard for greenhouse gas emissions that allows auto manufacturers to make cars that people
both want and can afford — while still expanding environmental and safety benefits of newer cars,” he added. “Itisin
America's best interest to have a national standard, and we look forward to partnering with all states, including
California, as we work to finalize that standard.”

The move by the EPA is the latest in a series of battles between the federal government and California, which has
emerged as the staunchest opponent to the Trump administration’s policies. The EPA’s announcement of the rollback
occurred on the same day the Justice Department sued California to block a new state law limiting the transfers of
federal lands.

"Yet again, Donald Trump and his administration are attacking our state and our very way of life," Lt. Gov. Gavin
Newsom, a member of the State Lands Commission and a Democrat running for governor, said in a statement.

The Trump administration also wants to make it easier to drill for oil and gas off California’s coast and last year’s tax
overhaul law is seen as particularly harmful to the state as it limits mortgage interest and state and local taxes.

Then there is the immigration debate, with the Justice Department suing California to overturn a state law that limits the
power of federal immigration authorities and Trump recently calling the state “out of control” during a visit to view
border wall prototypes.

Pruitt’s announcement was originally scheduled for Monday at a Chevrolet car dealership in Chantilly, Virginia, but was
cancelled. Guy Eberhart, the general manager of Pohanka Chevrolet, told Fox News that he had no knowledge of Pruitt
planning to visit the dealership.

The Hill

Mt/ fthehilbcomy/oolioy/energy-environment/38 1323 -calif-to-flght-trumps-politically-motivated-car-standards-nlan
Calif. to fight Trump’s ‘politically motivated’ car standards plan

By Timothy Cama and Miranda Green, 4/2/18, 4:46 PM

California officials promised Monday to put up a fight against the Trump administration’s newly announced decision to
lower standards for car tailpipe emissions.

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) declared Monday afternoon that the Obama-era greenhouse gas rules for
cars made between 2022 and 2025 are too ambitious and should be eased.

That sets up a fight with the Golden State, which currently sets its own car emissions rules and has argued for stringent
regulations. Twelve other states currently follow those rules, accounting for a third of the nation’s car market.

“This is a politically motivated effort to weaken clean vehicle standards with no documentation, evidence or law to back

up that decision,” Mary Nichols, chairwoman of the California Air Resources Board (CARB), said in a statement. “This is
not a technical assessment, it is a move to demolish the nation’s clean car program.
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"EPA’s action, if implemented, will worsen people’s health with degraded air quality and undermine regulatory certainty
for automakers.”

Nichols said her agency would “vigorously defend” the current standards. It will also use a 2009 waiver from the Obama
administration to keep enforcing the rules planned through 2025.

EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt said Monday that he is still deciding whether to preserve California’s authority to set its
own rules or to revoke the waiver.

"Cooperative federalism doesn’t mean that one state can dictate standards for the rest of the country,” he said in a
statement.

“EPA will set a national standard for greenhouse gas emissions that allows auto manufacturers to make cars that people
both want and can afford — while still expanding environmental and safety benefits of newer cars,” he said. "It is in
America's best interest to have a national standard, and we look forward to partnering with all states, including
California, as we work to finalize that standard.”

California Attorney General Xavier Becerra (D} said Pruitt’s declaration Monday “risks our ability to protect our children’s
health, tackle climate change, and save hardworking Americans money.”

Becerra said he and the CARB were still reviewing the EPA’s action but he is “ready to file suit if needed to protect these
critical standards.”

Gov. Jerry Brown {D) called the move a “belated April Fools' Day trick.”

“This cynical and meretricious abuse of power will poison our air and jeopardize the health of all Americans,” he
continued.

Rep. Doris Matsui {D-Calif.) joined in on Twitter, accusing Pruitt of “taking yet another step to undermine EPA’s mission
of protecting clean air and public health & this time it will also cost drivers billions at the pump.”

Politico

hitos: fwww politiconro.comfenergyfwhiteboard/ 2018/04 /california-ready-to-sus-i-pruitt-anss-after-car-walver-
G30128

California ready to sue if Pruitt goes after car waiver

By Alex Guillen, 4/2/18, 4:13 PM

California Attorney General Xavier Becerra said today he is ready and willing to take EPA to court if the agency tries to
revoke the state’s special waiver to enforce the existing auto emissions standards, as Administrator Scott Pruitt hinted
he may do if the state does not go along.

“We're ready to file suit if needed to protect these critical standards and to fight the Administration’s war on our
environment,” Becerra said in a statement.

EPA in 2009 granted California a waiver under the Clean Air Act to enforce more stringent auto emissions standards
through model year 2025 vehicles. The 2012 regulation that created national standards included an agreement with

California that any car that met the new standards would be deemed to have met California’s as well.

But loosening the national standards would break that agreement, and California could enforce the higher standards
within its own border. Another 12 states also follow California’s rules, including New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania.
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State officials have said they are optimistic California could win in court given its special treatment under the Clean Air
Act.

California Air Resources Board Chairwoman Mary Nichols echoed Becerra’s sentiment.

“This is a politically motivated effort to weaken clean vehicle standards with no documentation, evidence or law to back
up that decision,” she said. “This decision takes the U.S. auto industry backward, and we will vigorously defend the
existing clean vehicle standards and fight to preserve one national clean vehicle program.”

USAToday

hitos: fwwew satodev.com/stony/oninion/2018/04/02 fmpe-standards-califomia-editorials-and-debates /459834002
On mpg standards, let California be California (*Editorial)

By The Editorial Board, 4/2/18, 6:43 PM

For just shy of a decade, a set of tough emissions standards have required vehicles in America to burn fuel more
efficiently — increasing miles per gallon, saving each driver hundreds of dollars at the pump and lowering carbon
emissions that threaten the planet.

On Monday, the Trump administration announced plans to roll back these fuel efficiency standards for the years ahead.
It’s being done in the spirit of President Trump’s anti-regulatory agenda, but this would be a major mistake for the
planet and for drivers’ pocketbooks.

It could also trigger a nasty showdown between the federal government and several states, led by California. The nation
could wind up with two auto markets with competing emission standards, something Detroit doesn’t want,

Under President Obama, two federal agencies, automakers and California reached an agreement in 2012 on a rising set
of fuel emissions standards that have spawned a new generation of cleaner-running vehicles using lighter materials and
advanced technology.

The result has been healthy improvement in fuel economy, to 25.2 miles per gallon last year. The target for a second
phase, 2022-25, is about 50 mpg, which translates to about 35 mpg in real-world fleets.

That’s an ambitious goal, perhaps overly so. There are conflicting studies on whether vehicles made lighter to comply
with fuel efficiency standards are less safe in auto crashes. And no one wins when the government pressures
automakers to build vehicles that consumers don’t want to buy.

To curb consumption and emissions, we’ve long preferred an increase in the federal gas tax, or a carbon tax rebated to
consumers. But if Congress refuses to go along with either of those approaches, reasonable fuel economy standards are
worth preserving.

Monday’s announcement by Scott Pruitt, the embattled Environmental Protection Agency administrator, sets the stage
for a states-rights donnybrook. California has for years held a waiver, joined by 13 other states, allowing it to set more
stringent emission standards. A second California waiver, joined by nine other states, requires a certain level of electric
cars be sold in the state.

Gutting the efficiency standards means one or both of the California waivers would have to be revoked, or else
automakers would be selling two categories of cars to American drivers.

Pruitt seems girded for battle, saying Monday that one state shouldn’t be allowed to dictate standards for the rest of the
nation.
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A far wiser approach would be to resume negotiations among all the stakeholders. One possible deal discussed
previously, but rejected by Pruitt, was relaxing 2025 standards in exchange for extending rules to 2030.

For the sake of a warming planet, let’s hope that cooler heads prevail.

Daily Caller
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EPA’s Scott Pruitt Is Getting Crushed Under The Weight Of Negative Press Coverage
By Michael Bastasch, 4/3/18, 11:30 AM

What started as a scandal over first class travel, the media’s focus on Scott Pruitt has morphed into an investigation of
his personal living arrangements in D.C. that could end poorly for the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
administrator.

Pruitt came under fire earlier this year for spending more than $100,000 on first class airline travel, which the EPA said
were due to security concerns. The administrator also took fire for a costly $120,000 trip to Italy for the G7 summit, but
that was only the beginning of the media scrutiny.

The White House is already investigating Pruitt’s living arrangements after a slew of media reports indicated the former
Oklahoma Attorney General rented a room from a D.C. power couple for $50 a night. There are already reports White
House chief of staff John Kelly wanted to relieve Pruitt of duty.

That was before the Atlantic revealed on Tuesday that Pruitt used a provision of the Safe Drinking Water Act to give two
staffers raises that were reportedly rejected by White House officials. While seemingly not illegal, Pruitt's circumvention
raised the ire of EPA staffers and White House officials.

Pruitt’s two-bedroom unit in the Capitol Hill condo is partially owned by the wife of J. Steven Hart of the firm Williams &
Jensen. Pruitt only paid for nights he used the room, paying a total of $6,100 for the roughly six months he lived there,
Bloomberg reported.

EPA's chief ethics counsel Justina Fugh told Bloomberg “the arrangement wasn’t an ethics issue because Pruitt paid
rent,” and EPA released a memo from the agency’s lead ethics officer on the lease.

“As EPA career ethics officials stated in a memo, Administrator Pruitt’'s housing arrangement for both himself and family
was not a gift and the lease was consistent with federal ethics regulations,” EPA spokesman Jahan Wilcox said in a
statement.

However, the Environmental Integrity Project, the group behind many of the stories on Pruitt’s travel, argued Pruitt’s
paying 550 in rent may violate a ban on federal employees taking gifts valued at more than $20. The group Public Citizen
asked EPA’s Office of Inspector General to investigate.

NYT columnist Paul Krugman went as far as to argue Pruitt’s paying for a place to sleep constitutes a bribe.

Krugman, however, probably represents the extreme in this case. It's not really clear how Pruitt’s paying for aroom at a
rate in the range of normal for that area of D.C. constitutes a bribe.

“He paid a fair price for what amounts to just a room,” Fugh told Bloomberg. “So | don’t even think that the fact that the
house is owned by a person whose job is to be a lobbyist causes us concern.”
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The New York Times reported on Monday Pruitt rented the condo from Hart’s wife when EPA approved an
environmental permit for a pipeline project by Enbridge, which hired Williams & Jensen.

Again, Pruitt critics argued that “[e]ven if no specific favors were asked for or granted, it can create an appearance of a
conflict,” according to NYT.

“Entering into this arrangement causes a reasonable person to question the integrity of the E.P.A. decision,” Don Fox,
former general counsel for the Office of Government Ethics under Obama and Bush, told NYT.

However, lobbying disclosures presented by NYT don’t show Williams & Jensen actually lobbying EPA on behalf of
clients. The firm said it did not intervene with EPA decisions for its clients.

AP
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Trump offers support to embattied EPA head

By Jonathan Lemire and Catherine Lucey, 4/3/18

WASHINGTON (AP) — President Donald Trump is offering strong support for Scott Pruitt, the head of the Environmental
Protection Agency who is at the center of swirling ethics questions, the White House said Tuesday,

The president called Pruitt on Monday and told him that “we’ve got your back” and urged him to “keep his head up” and
“keep fighting,” according to two administration officials. The officials spoke on the condition of anonymity because they
were not authorized to publicly discuss private conversations.

White House chief of staff lohn Kelly reiterated those sentiments in a call to Pruitt Tuesday morning, according to the
officials.

Pruitt has come under intense scrutiny for his use of a Capitol Hill condominium linked to a prominent Washington
lobbyist whose firm represents fossil fuel companies. An agency ethics official at the EPA has insisted that Pruitt’s lease
didn’t violate federal ethics rules.

A memo signed by Kevin Minoli contends that Pruitt’s $50-a-night rental payments constitute a fair market rate. Pruitt’s
lease, however, required him to pay just for nights he occupied in the unit. Pruitt actually paid a total of $6,100 over the
six month period he leased the property, an average of about 51,000 a month.

But current rental listings for two-bedroom apartments in the neighborhood show they typically go for far more than
what Pruitt paid. A two bedroom townhome on the same block as the one leased by Pruitt was advertised for rent on
Monday at $3,750 a month.

Pruitt also has come under increasing scrutiny for his extensive use of bodyguards and frequent taxpayer-funded travel,
which has included first-class airline tickets. Though federal regulations typically require federal officials to fly in coach,
the EPA chief has said he needed to sit in premium seats due to security concerns.

A Republican who previously served as the state attorney general of Oklahoma, Pruitt has long been a champion of the
oil and gas industry. In the year he has served as the Trump administration’s top environmental official, Pruitt has
moved to scrap, gut or replace numerous environmental regulations opposed by the industry while boosting the
continued burning of fossil fuels, which is the primary cause of climate change.

Trump is said to be fond of Pruitt and has cheered his moves to rollback regulations and do battle with environmental
groups, according to a White House official.
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The president’s call to Pruitt comes just days after another Cabinet official, Veterans Affairs head David Shulkin, was
dismissed amid ongoing ethics concerns. An inspector general’s report concluded that Shulkin had inappropriately
accepted travel and Wimbledon tickets, a charge the secretary denied.

Other Trump Cabinet members, including Secretary for Housing and Urban Development Ben Carson and Interior head
Ryan Zinke have also faced questions about their expenditures.

Politico
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Trump and Kelly phone Pruitt as damaging reports pile up

By Andrew Restuccia, 4/3/18, 10:36 AM

President Donald Trump and White House chief of staff John Kelly each phoned Environmental Protection Agency
Administrator Scott Pruitt over the last 24 hours amid a series of damaging reports that have raised the possibility that
Pruitt could be fired.

White House press secretary Sarah Huckabee Sanders confirmed that Trump spoke with Pruitt Monday night and Kelly
talked to him Tuesday morning, but she declined to get into the substance of their conversations.

A White House official told POLITICO on Tuesday that Pruitt’s future in the administration was uncertain, with the EPA
chief facing mounting questions about his travel expenses, high security costs and the $50-a-night lodging he secured for
several months last year in a lobbyist’s Capitol Hill condo. On Tuesday, the Atlantic reported that Pruitt went around the
White House to secure raises for two of his staffers.

POLITICO reported Monday that Kelly has discussed the possibility of recommending that Trump fire Pruitt. But other
White House officials cautioned that no decisions had been made.

Some in the White House still believe Pruitt, despite the spate of bad press, is one of the most effective members of
Trump’s Cabinet in terms of policy. Pruitt is slated to announce on Tuesday plans to explore ways to relax vehicle
emissions rules for model year 2022-2025.

And firing Pruitt could result in another messy confirmation battle for his successor. The Senate is already grappling with
approving Trump’s nominees for secretary of state, the CIA and the Department of Veterans Affairs.

But other White House officials have been annoyed by Pruitt’s alleged big ambitions, including reports that he is
interested in replacing Jeff Sessions as attorney general and even in becoming president.

The Hill

hito: /fthehill com/homensws/administration/ 3813098 trump-backs-pruitb-amid-ethics-controversies
Trump backs Pruitt amid ethics controversies

By Jordan Fabian, 4/3/18, 10:01 AM

President Trump is giving Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator Scott Pruitt a vote of confidence,
despite the mounting ethics troubles that are causing headaches for the administration.

A White House official said Trump phoned Pruitt on Monday night.
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The president told the EPA chief to “keep your head up, keep fighting” and that “we have your back,” according to
multiple media reports.

White House chief of staff lohn Kelly called Pruitt Tuesday morning to reiterate Trump’s message.

The calls come amid a flurry of negative headlines for Pruitt. The Atlantic reported Monday that Pruitt used an obscure
legal provision to bypass the White House and give raises to two top staffers.

That came on the heels of a Washington Post report that the EPA considered a $100,000-per-month private jet lease for
Pruitt, who already faces an inspector general probe into alleged travel abuses.

Pruitt is also under scrutiny for a $50-per-month condo lease linked to lobbyists whose clients later received approval for
a pipeline expansion plan. The lobbyists and the EPA have denied any wrongdoing.

The disclosures have prompted calls from lawmakers for additional investigations into Pruitt’s living situation, and some
have demanded his resignation.

The House Energy and Commerce Committee has asked Pruitt for information on his rental agreement and Democrats
on the House Oversight Committee are asking GOP leaders to open a probe into Cabinet travel controversies, including
Pruitt’s.

Trump has already parted ways with two Cabinet officials who were beset by ethics problems: Veterans Affairs Secretary
David Shulkin and Health and Human Services Secretary Tom Price.

But the president is said to be pleased with the job Pruitt has done in rolling back environmental rules and regulations,
one of Trump's core campaign promises.

Pruitt is announcing Tuesday that the administration will roll back Obama-era fuel efficiency standards for cars and light
trucks.

Still, it’s not clear how long Pruitt will enjoy Trump’s confidence. The White House denied Trump had plans to oust
national security adviser H.R. McMaster one week before the president replaced him with John Bolton.

Washington Times

httos /fwww washingtontimes com/news/ 2018 /anr/ 3 /donald-trump-tells-ena-chief-scoti-pruiti-his-iok-/
Trump tells EPA chief Pruitt his job is safe

By Dave Boyer, 4/3/18

President Trump has assured embattled EPA administrator Scott Pruitt that his job is safe amid questions about his
travel and an unusual condo rental arrangement last year, according to reports.

The president told Mr. Pruitt in a phone call Monday night to “keep your head up” and “keep fighting,” adding that the
White House has “got your back,” said an anonymous administration official. White House Chief of Staff John F. Kelly
reinforced that message in a phone call with Mr. Pruitt Tuesday morning, the official told Bloomberg.

The head of the Environmental Protection Agency has been under fire over revelations that last year he rented a Capitol
Hill condo from the wife of a prominent energy lobbyist whose firm has clients regulated by the EPA. The lease terms
permitted Mr. Pruitt to pay 550 only on days his bedroom in the unit was actually occupied, totaling $6,100 over a
roughly six-month period.
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Lawmakers have called for an investigation of Mr. Pruitt’s reliance on first-class flights and frequent travel to his home
state of Oklahoma.

Washington Post
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On one hand, Pruitt is a huge ethical headache. On the other, he’s doing exactly what Trump wants.

By Philip Bump, 4/3/18, 1:36 PM

There were two competing news stories centered on Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt on
Tuesday morning.

One of those stories was an extension of an ongoing scandal involving Pruitt’s allocation of federal money. As first
reported by the Atlantic, Pruitt leveraged a provision of the Safe Drinking Water Act to reappoint two longtime allies so
that he could give them raises that the White House had rejected. One of those employees, Millan Hupp, was involved in
Pruitt’s personal search for housing last summer, an apparent violation of ethics rules. Pruitt was moving out of a condo
for which he was paying only $50 a night — a condo owned by the wife of an energy-industry lobbyist, one of whose
clients later received EPA approval for a project.

This is only one part of the current ethical questions surrounding Pruitt.

Another involves his spending at the EPA, including more than $100,000 on first-class flights, apparently because he’d
been accosted by another passenger once when flying coach. The Post reported Monday that the EPA had considered a
5100,000-a-month private jet contract but rejected it. Pruitt also has been criticized for spending more than $43,000 on
a soundproof phone booth for his office.

All of that is a remarkable amount of negative coverage for a Cabinet member to receive. President Trump accepted
Tom Price’s resignation as health and human services secretary because of expensive air travel alone, but Pruitt has kept
his head above water.

How? Well, that brings us to the other reason Pruitt was in the news Tuesday.

At an event in the morning, Pruitt announced that the EPA would be scaling back fuel-efficiency standards enacted
under the Obama administration. What's more, the EPA plans to challenge California’s higher standards, which, given
the size of the state’s car marketplace, have the effect of driving up the standard elsewhere in the country.

The Obama administration focused on fuel-efficiency standards as part of its broad look at how to reduce greenhouse
gas emissions linked to climate change across the United States. As the EPA’s website still notes, more than a quarter of
emissions of greenhouse gas in the nation are from transportation, including gas being burned by cars. By increasing fuel
efficiency, the argument went, we would reduce greenhouse gas emissions from that major source — and thereby help
combat climate change.

Butin March 2017, during a roundtable discussion with automakers, Trump pledged to revisit those rules that, he said,
had the effect of “imposing painful new restrictions on the American automobile production lines and undermining our
ability to compete with other countries and other places throughout the world, which are very, very competitive, believe
me.” (The fuel economy standard for American cars is already well below that of other countries and would stay lower
even under the Obama guidelines.)

The point, though, is that Pruitt is doing exactly what Trump wants.

ED_001783A_00000719-00051



EPA-HQ-2018-006381

Pruitt was one of a slew of Cabinet nominees chosen by Trump seemingly for his direct opposition to the agency that he
was going to lead. As attorney general in oil-rich Oklahoma, he sued the EPA multiple times. Since assuming the role of
EPA administrator, he has been effective at curtailing the agency’s regulatory efforts in several ways.

Among them:

e Scaling back the Clean Power Plan, which would have mandated lower greenhouse gas emissions at existing
power plants.

e Released talking points on climate change aimed at playing down the role of human activity.

e Postponing a rule mandating that chemical plants warn the public about possible safety issues.

e Rejecting a ban on a pesticide linked to nervous system damage in children.

e Pushed to repeal emission standards for truck components.

e Repealed arule aimed at giving the EPA broader authority over water pollution.

¢ Removed objective scientists from an EPA advisory board.

e Pruitt has emphasized a culture at the EPA focused on cutting regulations. He also has slowed enforcement
actions against polluters.

This is what Pruitt was appointed to do. Trump’s administration is heavily focused on cutting regulations to the benefit
of business; Pruitt has been more effective in doing so at the EPA than many of his peers in Trump’s Cabinet were. That's
seemingly born of a genuine antipathy for the anti-pollution and anti-climate-change activism of the last administration.

So it's easy to see why Trump would be loath to replace him. Sure, whoever stepped in after Pruitt would be unlikely to
suddenly embrace a hard-line stance toward polluters, given that he or she would be a Trump appointee. But Pruitt’s
enthusiasm — and effectiveness, as even his opponents would note — would be hard to match.

Trump reportedly called Pruitt on Monday night to offer his support. In comments to the media on Tuesday, though, his
enthusiasm was not terribly robust.

“l hope he's going to be great,” Trump said.

To Trump's eye, Pruitt’s work at the EPA almost certainly has been great. It's just all that other stuff that's problematic.

MSNBC
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Amid scandal, the EPA’s Pruitt has a chat with the White House

By Steve Benen, 4/3/18, 11:30 AM

Donald Trump’s far-right EPA chief, Scott Pruitt, was already embroiled in controversy when last week’s scandal broke.
Pruitt lived in a lobbyist’s home, paying below market-rate rents, while taking steps to benefit one of the lobbyist’s
clients.

Late yesterday, the New York Times moved the ball forward, reporting that the Environmental Protection Agency
“signed off last March on a Canadian energy company’s pipeline-expansion plan at the same time that the E.P A. chief,

Scott Pruitt, was renting a condominium linked to the energy company’s powerful Washington lobbying firm.”

The agency insists this was just a coincidence, though it's difficult under the circumstances to give Pruitt the benefit of
the doubt. Indeed, the phrase “appearance of impropriety” exists for a reason.

Then the leaks started. The Washington Post reported late yesterday that Pruitt’s aides “last year considered leasing a
private jet on a month-to-month basis to accommodate his travel needs.” The Atlantic reported this morning that the
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White House balked at giving big pay raises to the EPA administrator’s top two aides — but Pruitt found a way to get
them the money anyway.

It's against this backdrop that the Oklahoma Republican had a chat with the White House yesterday. According to
Bloomberg Politics, the call went well for the scandal-plagued EPA chief.

President Donald Trump called his embattled environmental chief Monday to assure him his job is safe amid mounting
scrutiny of Scott Pruitt’s travel, hiring practices and an unorthodox condo rental arrangement last year, according to an
administration official.

The president told Pruitt, the Environmental Protection Agency administrator, to “keep your head up” and “keep
fighting,” because the White House has “got your back” said the official, who asked not to be identified discussing
personnel matters. That message was reinforced by White House Chief of Staff John Kelly in a telephone call to Pruitt on
Tuesday morning, the official said.

If this report is accurate, it would appear Team Trump is entirely comfortable with Pruitt’'s alleged corruption, despite
the seriousness of the evidence.

That said, there are a few things to keep in mind.

First, we don’t know for certain that the latest reporting is accurate. Politico had a report on the phone calls, but it didn’t
characterize them quite the same way, stating that Pruitt’s fate is still “uncertain.”!

Second, this White House has a habit of changing direction, especially on personnel matters. Last Monday, for example,
White House officials confirmed that Trump had confidence in then-VA Secretary David Shulkin. Two days later, the
president spoke with Shulkin over the phone, and they had a perfectly nice conversation about veterans’ care.

Later that evening, Trump fired Shulkin.

Pruitt may remain a cabinet member in good standing this morning, but when it comes to predicting Trump’s position by
this evening, your guess is as good as mine.

But stepping back, it's important to consider the signal this White House would send if it doesn’t fire Pruitt. The
president is already facing allegations of corruption, but the problem will only intensify if Trump shows a tolerance for
related abuses among those on his team.

As we discussed the other day, 12 years ago, with Republicans controlling the White House, the Senate, and the House,
Democrats had a fair amount of success running against the GOP’s “culture of corruption.”

The party may want to consider dusting off that playbook.

Daily Caller
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CNN Salivates At Scott Pruitt’s Potential Demise

By Nick Gibas, 4/3/18, 11:22 AM

CNN commentator Chris Cillizza and Editor-in-Chief of The Daily Beast lohn Avlon excitedly discussed the potential firing
of EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt on “New Day” Tuesday and said he's starting to drag down President Donald Trump.
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“I don’t know how Scott Pruitt survives this because again, it's not one bad headline,” Cillizza said. “I think what you’re
seeing here is them finding someone to take Scott Pruitt’s job. It’'s seems to me more of a when, not if, in terms of him

going.”
Pruitt is currently being investigated for possible financial misconduct over a condo he rented from an energy lobbyist.

Host Alisyn Camerota chimed in to say The Washington Post called Pruitt “swamp monster,” prompting Avlon to crack a
few jokes.

WATCH:
(*embedded video clip)

“And usually you have to wear a costume to accomplish that,” Avlon said laughing. “When you generate negative
headlines and you provide distractions, the old rules of politics apply. Politics is perception.”

Avlon asked Real Clear Politics associate editor A.B Stoddard why she thinks Trump hangs his cabinet members out to
dry, and she claimed he gets enjoyment out of it.

“I think he enjoys it,” Stoddard said. “l mean, people around him have said that he enjoys sort of a punishing experience
to have the press speculate and say it’'s a matter of when not if. And them sort of walking around dejected with their
demoralized agencies continuing to, you know, get more negative press before they’re out the door.”

Politico
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White House considered firing Pruitt

By Eliana Johnson, Alex Guillen, and Andrew Restucci, 4/2/18, 8:36 PM

White House chief of staff John Kelly has considered the firing of embattled Environmental Protection Agency chief Scott
Pruitt in the coming months as part of a wave of ousters of top officials causing headaches for the president, a senior
administration official told POLITICO.

Pruitt is still hanging on for now, in part because Kelly wanted to wait for an upcoming EPA inspector general's report
into his expensive travels, the senior official said. Another possible reason: Pruitt is doing the job President Donald
Trump wants — including an announcement Monday that the agency will reverse the Obama administration’s attempt
to tighten fuel efficiency standards for cars and trucks.

Multiple people close to the president still argue that Pruitt is one of Trump’s most effective Cabinet members in making
policy, despite the steady drumbeat of headlines about his lavish travel expenses, high security costs and, most recently,
the $50-a-night lodging he secured for several months last year in a lobbyist’s Capitol Hill condo.

His supporters say Monday’s move on car and truck rules, long expected to land this week, is a case in point: It fulfills
Trump’s priority of reducing manufacturers’ costs and will make life easier for automakers in states like Ohio and
Michigan, while enraging liberals from California and other places that rejected the president in 2016.

“Scott Pruitt has proven that he’s not afraid to stick his neck out and take on some big issues, and this is another
example of that,” said Myron Ebell, the energy director at the Competitive Enterprise Institute who ran Trump's EPA
transition team. He added: “Now whether that helps him given his bad press on these other things, we'll have to wait
and see.”
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Mike McKenna, an energy lobbyist who worked on the administration’s transition team, said he doubts the recent news
stories about Pruitt would even register with the White House when compared with his policy efforts, including the
move to reverse fuel standards. "l think he's an A student. ... He's always working. He's always focused on the agenda.
He's always trying to figure out ways to make the boss look good."

But the senior administration official, speaking anonymously to discuss internal policy deliberations, said Kelly had
discussed firing Pruitt even before the latest revelations about his housing arrangements.

The official said Kelly had been waiting for the release of a forthcoming EPA inspector general’s report on Pruitt’s travels,
which senior aides expected would be damning. Pruitt spent at least $163,000 on first-class flights, charter flights and a
military jet during his first year at the agency, including stops in Paris and Morocco, POLITICO has reported based on EPA
records.

Kelly and other aides were also waiting for IG reports on Housing and Urban Development Secretary Ben Carson and
then-Veterans Affairs Secretary David Shulkin, the official said.

POLITICO reported last month that the top aides had been considering announcing ousters of several officials at once,
including then-national security adviser H.R. McMaster, until Trump upended those plans by abruptly firing McMaster
late last month. The president subsequently showed Shulkin the door last week.

Now Pruitt is in the position of trying to weather the latest bout of scandal and prove he’s more valuable inside the
Trump administration than on the outside.

White House aides have privately expressed exasperation with Pruitt in recent weeks over the series of negative stories
that dominated headlines, paired with reports, including in POLITICO, that he was interested in replacing the even more
embattled Jeff Sessions as attorney general. The issue of Pruitt's apparent big ambitions has roiled some in the White
House, who often note that Trump is turned off by underlings who try to hog the spotlight.

Still, a second senior administration official told POLITICO last week that the White House stands behind Pruitt, even if
the condo lease “probably does not show the best judgment.” The official noted that Pruitt is “focused on enacting the
Trump agenda.”

Neither Pruitt nor Trump has commented publicly on the EPA leader’s newest troubles, although EPA spokesman lahan
Wilcox said in a statement late Monday that "Administrator Pruitt is focused on advancing President Trump’s agenda of
regulatory certainty and environmental stewardship.” As examples, Wilcox cited Pruitt’s successful effort to persuade
Trump to pull out of the Paris climate agreement, as well as work on repealing Obama's major climate and water
regulations and "cleaning up toxic Superfund sites that have been languishing for decades.”

But criticism of Pruitt has even come from inside the GOP: Former New Jersey Gov. Chris Christie — who briefly oversaw
Trump's post-election transition, and who could be a contender to replace Sessions himself — said Sunday that he did
not expect Pruitt to survive.

Democrats and environmental groups are also eager to show Pruitt the door, saying the furor over his lease with the
lobbyist exemplifies what’s wrong with the EPA chief’s policies.

“The national media spotlight on the fact that he quite literally is in the bed of industry lobbyists really exposes the
broader pattern that we've seen from Scott Pruitt from the beginning: that he expects favors from polluter lobbyists
because he is doing favors for polluter lobbyists,” said Jeremy Symons, vice president for political affairs at the
Environmental Defense Fund.

Symons also disputed the notion that Pruitt has been a successful EPA leader, noting that courts have dealt multiple
setbacks to his deregulatory efforts and Congress has rejected his proposed steep budget cuts.
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“Yes, he has started things Trump wanted him to start, but | doubt that he will successfully finish things because he
won’t be here or because he’s going to lose in the court of law,” he said.

A similar court battle may await Pruitt’s move on the auto emissions standards.

Those requirements, for cars and trucks from model years 2022 to 2025, stemmed from a deal among representatives of
the Obama administration, the auto industry and the state of California. The deal called on carmakers to make their
vehicles burn less gasoline to reduce carbon dioxide emissions — and at the time, Obama’s officials said it would cause
new cars and trucks to achieve an average fuel efficiency of 54.5 miles per gallon. (In practice, the figure would have
been more like 36 mpg.)

Soon after taking office, Trump ordered EPA to reopen its review of the efficiency requirements at the urging of
automakers. Pruitt had faced a Sunday deadline to decide whether to revisit the standards.

EPA’s announcement Monday said the standards “are not appropriate and should be revised,” leaving it for the agency
to decide later what the new requirements should be.

Pruitt also opened the door to possibly ending a Clean Air Act waiver that allows California to set tougher anti-pollution
rules than the federal government. "Cooperative federalism doesn’t mean that one state can dictate standards for the
rest of the country,” Pruitt said, without explicitly saying he planned to revoke the waiver.

California officials excoriated Pruitt's announcement.

“This is a politically motivated effort to weaken clean vehicle standards with no documentation, evidence or law to back
up that decision,” Mary Nichols, who chairs the California Air Resources Board, said in a statement. She added, "This
decision takes the U.S. auto industry backward, and we will vigorously defend the existing clean vehicle standards and
fight to preserve one national clean vehicle program.”

Former Hillary Clinton campaign manager John Podesta speculated Monday that Pruitt may not be in office long enough
to see many EPA courtroom battles to their conclusion.

"At some point, it becomes untenable for the administration to keep putting up with this publicity," Podesta told
MSNBC. He added: "l think the pressure is mounting on him, and at some point it's going to hit the breaking point.”

The Hill

hitn: //thehill com/oolioy/ensrev-snvironment/381453%-gon-repg-calls-for-nruitt-to-sten-down-or-be-fired
GOP rep calls for Pruitt to step down or be fired

By Timothy Cama, 4/3/18, 1:13 PM

Rep. Carlos Curbelo (R-Fla.} on Tuesday called for Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator Scott Pruitt to
either resign or be fired by President Trump.

Curbelo appears to be the first Republican lawmaker to publicly request Pruitt’s dismissal.

In a Tuesday afternoon tweet, Curbello said Pruitt’s “corruption scandals are an embarrassment to the Administration,
and his conduct is grossly disrespectful to American taxpayers.”

“It's time for him to resign or for [Trump] to dismiss him.”
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The tweet came amid numerous controversies centering on Pruitt. On Tuesday alone, The Atlantic reported that the EPA
chief gave two staffers raises after the White House rejected his request to do so, and The Washington Post reported
that one of the staffers helped Pruitt shop for an apartment.

Other recent reports have found that Pruitt rented a condo from the wife of an energy lobbyist for just $50 for each day
he slept there, the EPA explored leasing a private jet for him and White House chief of staff John Kelly considered firing
him.

Curbelo represents a politically balanced district where Democratic presidential nominee Hillary Clinton won by 16
points. The Florida Republican consistently faces close elections and has a tough reelection bid ahead of him in
November's midterm elections.

A poll commissioned by the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee and released Tuesday shows Curbelo with a
narrow 45-40 lead over Democrat Debbie Mucarsel-Powell.

Curbelo has frequently clashed with Pruitt, other Trump administration officials and the president himself. He's
slammed the EPA head for working to repeal climate change policies, expressing doubt about climate science and
opposing the Paris climate agreement.

Trump expressed support for Pruitt Tuesday, telling reporters, “l hope he's going to be great.” Trump called Pruitt late
Monday to say he and other leaders “have your back,” and Kelly made a similar call Tuesday.

CNN

hitos:/fwarw.onn.com/2018/04/03 /nolitics scott-oruitt-epa-donald-trum
Pruitt tension leads to Cabinet shuffle déja vu

By Dan Merica, Kevin Liptak, and Kaitlan Collins, 4/3/18, 12:43 PM

index himl

Washington (CNN) - The White House on Tuesday found itself again embroiled in the foibles of a Cabinet secretary -- this
time Environmental Protection Agency head Scott Pruitt, who has come under scrutiny by President Donald Trump's
aides for living in a $50-per-night apartment owned by a lobbyist.

Amid questions about his standing in the administration, Trump phoned Pruitt on Monday night and told him to "keep
your head up' and "keep fighting," an administration official said.

"We got your back,” Trump told Pruitt, according to the official.

White House chief of staff lohn Kelly followed up with Pruitt on Tuesday morning and reinforced the President's
message, the official added.

But the show of solidarity with the embattled environmental chief belied deep concerns within the White House about
Pruitt's actions, which ethics experts have said raises questions about conflict of interests in his decisions about

approving energy projects and rolling back regulations.

A White House official confirmed that both calls happened, but declined to disclose the content of each conversation,
leaving in question how fulsomely the President backed his EPA head.

Trump himself offered only vague backing when questioned about Pruitt's standing during a meeting with Nordic
leaders at the White House.

"I hope he's going to be great,"” Trump said Tuesday.
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The White House is "looking into" Pruitt's housing situation, a person familiar with the matter told CNN on Monday
evening. The inquiry, which was described more as a review of the situation than a formal inquest, is meant to
determine if there were any ethics issues or wrongdoing. The White House has not yet made a conclusion on the matter.

Pruitt rented a room in a condo from Vicki and Steven Hart, lobbyists whose firm has lobbied the EPA on behalf of an
Oklahoma Energy company. Pruitt leased a room for around $50 a night, only paying when he stayed there. In total,
Pruitt paid $6,100 for the room over six months, a rate significantly lower than market value. Pruitt's landlords, the
Harts, were among his political donors when he was an Oklahoma state official.

Cabinet déjavu

Officials described a sense of déja vu inside the West Wing as they grapple with a raft of new allegations against Pruitt --
just the latest of Trump's Cabinet officials to face ethics and legal questions. Similar scenarios played out before Trump
dismissed Health and Human Services Secretary Tom Price and Veterans Affairs Secretary David Shulkin: aides are
scrambling to sort out what is real and what isn't; they are demanding answers from Pruitt and the EPA; and they're
bracing for Trump's inevitable fury at the negative headlines.

Trump has not indicated that he's ready to dismiss Pruitt, officials said, and his phone call on Tuesday reinforced -- for
now -- the impression that Pruitt is temporarily secure in his job. But Trump is known to change course quickly, and
there was little optimism inside the White House that Pruitt's standing would remain on solid ground.

Trump also reportedly held an upbeat phone call with Shulkin shortly before the top Veterans Affairs official was let go.

Responding to reports about Pruitt's shaky footing with the President, EPA spokesman Jahan Wilcox hailed Pruitt's
accomplishments in a statement on Monday evening.

"From advocating to leave the Paris Accord, working to repeal Obama's Clean Power Plan and WOTUS, and cleaning up
toxic Superfund sites that have been languishing for decades, Administrator Pruitt is focused on advancing President
Trump's agenda of regulatory certainty and environmental stewardship,” Wilcox said.

Policy agenda moving forward

Trump has not identified a replacement for Pruitt should he decide to fire him, multiple senior officials said, and he
remains enthusiastic about the progress his EPA has made toward deregulation and environmental rollbacks.

That, officials said, could make the difference for Pruitt, who is liked by the President. Previously fired officials such as
Shulkin and Secretary of State Rex Tillerson failed to develop chemistry with the commander in chief, exacerbating their
agencies' troubles and sealing their respective demises. But Trump is much fonder of Pruitt, and even recently floated
him as a potential replacement for Jeff Sessions at the Justice Department.

Pruitt's aides took advantage of that suggestion, heavily pushing it to reporters, which irked Sessions's allies in the
administration, who pointed out that the President often floats several people a day for jobs that aren't available.

On Tuesday, Pruitt openly flattered Trump amid reports that he is on shaky ground.
"This is another step in the President's regulatory agenda -- de-regulatory agenda, regulatory certainty, as Peter
indicated, a billion dollars in savings with respect to over 22 significant regulatory actions that we've been involved in

here at the agency,” he said at an event at the EPA.

"This President has shown tremendous courage to say to the American people that America is going to be put first," he
added.
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One official at the White House described Pruitt as taking extra steps to curry favor with Trump, including suggesting
tacking on additional import restrictions onto a review of fuel efficiency regulations as a way to strengthen the
administration's aggressive stance on tariffs and trade.

The drafted restrictions would be unrealistic, according to this official, but Pruitt tried to "package it for the President so
that it looks that way."

"He is trying so hard to please the President,” the official said.

Aides suggested if Trump does replace Pruitt this week, it would be a much speedier timeline than occurred before the
departures of Shulkin, Tillerson or national security adviser H.R. McMaster, all whom Trump let twist in the wind for
weeks, if not months.

For his part, Pruitt was maintaining his schedule of events, albeit in a modified fashion. He announced new fuel
standards at an event at EPA headquarters in downtown Washington, revealing little of the internal tumult which has
gripped his agency.

He was originally planning to deliver the announcement at a Chevrolet dealership in Chantilly, Virginia, but the owner of
the dealership, leff Pohanka, told CNN on Monday evening that the event had been canceled.

The Atlantic

hitos/Awww theatlantic com/nolitics/archive/2018/04/pruitt-epa/B57123
Scott Pruitt Bypassed the White House to Give Big Raises to Favorite Aides
By Elaina Plott and Robinson Meyer, 4/3/18, 5:00 AM

In early March, Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt approached the White House with a
request: He wanted substantial pay raises for two of his closest aides.

The aides, Sarah Greenwalt and Millan Hupp, were part of the small group of staffers who had traveled with Pruitt to
Washington from Oklahoma, where he had served as attorney general. Greenwalt, a 30-year-old who had worked as
Pruitt’s general counsel in Oklahoma, was now his senior counsel at the EPA. Hupp, 26, was working on his political team
before she moved to D.C. to become the agency’s scheduling director.

Pruitt asked that Greenwalt’s salary be raised from $107,435 to $164,200; Hupp's, from $86,460 to $114,590. Because
both women were political appointees, he needed the White House to sign-off on their new pay.

According to a source with direct knowledge of the meeting, held in the Eisenhower Executive Office Building, staffers
from the Presidential Personnel Office dismissed Pruitt’s application. The White House, the source said, declined to
approve the raises.

So Pruitt found another way.

A provision of the Safe Drinking Water Act allows the EPA administrator to hire up to 30 people into the agency, without
White House or congressional approval. The provision, meant to help expedite the hiring of experts and allow for more
flexible staffing, became law in 1996. In past administrations, it has been used to hire specialists into custom-made roles
in especially stressed offices, according to Bob Perciasepe, a former acting EPA administrator.

After the White House rejected their request, Pruitt’s team studied the particulars of the Safe Drinking Water provision,

according to the source with direct knowledge of these events. By reappointing Greenwalt and Hupp under this
authority, they learned, Pruitt could exercise total control over their contracts and grant the raises on his own.
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Pruitt ordered it done. Though Hupp and Greenwalt's duties did not change, the agency began processing them for
raises of 528,130 and $56,765, respectively, compared with their 2017 salaries. Less than two weeks after Pruitt had
approached the White House, according to time-stamped Human Resources documents shared with The Atlantic, the
paperwork was finished.

Word of the raises quickly began to circulate through the agency. The episode infuriated some staffers; to some political
aides, it was evidence of Pruitt’s disregard for the White House’s warnings to cabinet officials that they avoid even the
appearance of impropriety. It also underscored the administrator’s tendency to play favorites among his staff, according
to two sources with direct knowledge of agency dynamics. Hupp, in particular, is making more than her Obama-era
predecessor, a five-year veteran of the agency who did not break six figures until the final year of the administration,
according to public records. (While Greenwalt has no obvious peer in the Obama administration, the EPA’s general
counsel had an annual salary of $155,500 in 2016.)

Said one EPA official, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because they were not authorized to talk to the press:
“This whole thing has completely gutted any morale | had left to put up with this place.”

Neither the White House nor the EPA replied to requests for comment.

The unusual hiring scheme comes amid new questions about Pruitt’s ethics as administrator. The EPA chief rented a
Capitol Hill apartment partly owned by the wife of a top energy lobbyist, paying just 550 per night for the space,
according to an ABC News report last week. Pruitt also faces questions over his use of taxpayer money to make regular
first- and business-class flights during his first year in office.

Now, in the wake of Greenwalt and Hupp’s salary boosts, government watchdogs are deepening their probe of Pruitt’s
use of the Safe Drinking Water Act.

Last May, Senate Democrats pressed the agency for answers about Pruitt’s embrace of the provision. That month, for
example, Pruitt used the law to hire Nancy Beck, a long-time lobbyist for the chemical industry, as the deputy head of
the Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution Prevention. Historically, that role has been filled by a career civil servant or a
political appointee.

Because she was hired administratively, and not appointed by the White House, Beck did not have to sign President
Trump’s ethics pledge, which mandates that Trump officials cannot work on an issue on which they had lobbied in the
previous two years. Senators Tom Carper and Sheldon Whitehouse, top Democrats on the Environment and Public
Works Committee, sent a letter to the Government Accountability Office requesting a probe into Beck’s hiring. They
were concerned, chiefly, that Pruitt was using the Safe Drinking Water hiring authority as a way for new employees to
evade the ethics pledge.

“[The Safe Drinking Water Act] can be a legitimate way to bring on skilled experts the EPA needs to protect Americans’
health and safety, but Administrator Pruitt seems more interested in using it to skirt ethics requirements, like the
president’s order banning hires from working on matters involving former employers or clients,” Whitehouse said in a
statement provided to The Atlantic.

While Carper and Whitehouse began submitting inquiries as early as last spring, it wasn’t until March that the agency’s
own inspector general began seriously questioning many of the EPA’s top political appointees about potential abuse of
the hiring authority.

Now, staffers are waiting to see how officials will address the raises.

“It's a complete coincidence that Pruitt went behind the White House’s back and used this in the most unethical way

possible, just as the [inspector general] starts asking questions,” said one EPA staffer. “Now they just have to connect
the dots.”
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It’s not as though Pruitt is the first EPA administrator to lean on the Safe Drinking Water Act hiring authority. EPA
veterans of both the George W. Bush and Barack Obama administrations said they were well-acquainted with the
provision. But of the half-dozen former top EPA staffers interviewed for this article, not one could comprehend using it
as a means of increasing salaries—especially following a rejection from the White House.

“I can’t imagine that being done in the regime in which | served,” said Stan Meiburg, a former acting deputy
administrator of the EPA in the Obama administration. “It would have been very controversial. The accusation that
would have been pinned on the administrator was that they were trying to give a private benefit using public funds.”

Meiburg, who spent his career at the EPA after joining as career staff in 1977, said that “ADs” —the internal term for
employees hired under the Safe Drinking Water Act—were considered a precious commodity inside the agency.

“The number of ADs were monitored very closely by the chief of staff,” he said. “To get one was a big deal. To get one
was not an easy task.”

Christine Todd Whitman, the first EPA administrator under President George W. Bush, said she couldn’t remember ever
reclassifying a political appointee as an AD. “l don’t even remember it being brought up as a potential or something to
think about,” she said.

As Meiburg noted, even appearing to convert a political appointee to an AD simply to give a salary raise could prove
politically damaging. But other officials said the deeper effects would be felt inside the agency, where a transparent
show of favoritism could inflame inter-office tensions and decrease morale. And in an office where staffers already
jockey for favor among Pruitt’s “posse,” according to a source who works closely with the EPA, such a backlash is likely.

“It's already such a toxic work environment,” the source said, requesting anonymity to speak candidly. “It’s hard to see
how it could get any worse.”

Over the last several days, as press reports have zeroed in on Pruitt’s living arrangements, this is the scandal that has
seized the agency from the inside. If Pruitt was on thin ice with the White House before, the acceleration of the inquiry
into his payroll practices may shatter it.

“We were once the president’s favorite,” said the EPA official. “Now we’re the problem child.”

Washington Post

hitos: fwwe o washinglonpost.com/news/enersv-environment/ wo/2018/04/03 fenas-nrulitt-gave-big-raises-to-two-
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Top Pruitt aide at EPA also shopped for housing on his behalf

By Juliet Eilperin and Brady Dennis, 4/3/18, 12:02 PM

A top aide at the Environmental Protection Agency, who recently received a 33 percent raise from Administrator Scott
Pruitt despite a lack of approval from the White House, helped shop for housing options for him and his wife last year,
according to several individuals with knowledge of the matter.

Millan Hupp, 26, who serves as Pruitt’s director of scheduling and advance, contacted a local real estate firm last
summer as the EPA chief was maoving out of a 550-per-night rental condo owned by the wife of an enhergy and
transportation lobbyist. Three individuals, including current and former EPA employees, said Hupp was the point person
for Pruitt’s search.
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Between July and September, Hupp corresponded with a real estate company and on some evenings and weekends
went to view properties for rent or sale, according to two of the individuals. She typically used her private email but at
times contacted the company during work hours. At other times, Pruitt himself viewed propetrties, the individuals said.

“This is not news,” EPA spokesman lahan Wilcox said in a statement. “The notion that government resources were used
to assist in finding housing is categorically false. Administrator Pruitt and his wife looked at numerous housing options.”

But Don Fox, the former acting director and general counsel of the Office of Government Ethics, said in an interview that
federal officials are barred from enlisting one of their subordinates to do personal tasks for them, even if those take
place during off hours.

“There’s a general prohibition against misusing government resources, and employees are government resources,” Fox
said. “It’s clearly personal, and frankly, it doesn’t matter if she did it 11 a.m. on a Tuesday or at 2 p.m. on a Saturday if, in
fact, that was an expectation of the job.”

Hupp, who previously helped run a pair of political fundraising committees on Pruitt's behalf in Oklahoma, was one of
two EPA employees who recently received significant raises, despite a lack of White House approval. Hupp's salary
jumped nearly 33 percent last month, from 586,460 to 5114,590.

After graduating in 2014 from Oklahoma State University, where she majored in hotel and restaurant administration,
Hupp spent less than a year working at an Embassy Suites hotel near the Nashville airport as a business travel sales
manager, according to her online résumé and LinkedIn page. In early 2015, according to her résumé, Hupp went to work
for Pruitt as his deputy finance director, where her duties included hunting for new donors and a role as “on-the-ground
orchestrator of activity for the Attorney General during political travel.”

Around the same time, Hupp became a “financial and political consultant” for Pruitt’s two private fundraising vehicles,
Liberty 2.0 Super PAC and Oklahoma Strong Leadership PAC. In that role, she solicited donations to his political coffers
and scheduled fundraising meetings and travel for him. Hupp was paid about $76,000 from the two PACs during 2015

and 2016, according to the Center for Responsive Politics.

Her sister, Sydney Hupp, also worked for the organizations on behalf of Pruitt, records show. Sydney Hupp spent four
months last year as an “executive scheduler” for Pruitt, according to her Linkedin profile. The profile states that she now
works for a Republican political consulting firm, Absolute Resource Development, that lists Pruitt — in his capacity as the
Oklahoma attorney general — as one of its clients.

Another EPA employee, 30-year-old Sarah Greenwalt, who serves as Pruitt’s senior counsel after working with him in
Oklahoma, also received a sharp raise in recent weeks. Her salary jumped more than 52 percent, from 5107,435 to
$164,200.

To hand out such raises, Pruitt used an obscure provision in the Safe Drinking Water Act after the White House refused
to boost the two women'’s pay, according to two people with firsthand knowledge of the matter.

According to these individuals, who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss personnel matters, Pruitt
reappointed both staff members under the authority of the act. That law allows the EPA chief to hire up to 30 people
without presidential or congressional approval, which gave Pruitt the ability to set their salary levels himself.

The move to raise the two salaries, first reported Tuesday morning by the Atlantic, is the latest example of Pruitt’s
unorthodox approach to running the EPA and using federal money. Congressional Democrats and some ethics experts
are increasingly questioning aspects of his leadership and operation.

He is already under scrutiny on several fronts, including his frequent first-class travel, which aides attribute to the

elevated security threat he has faced, and his arrangement with the wife of an energy and transportation lobbyist to
rent her Capitol Hill condo unit last year for $50 a night. Under that rental agreement, Pruitt paid only for lodging on the
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nights when he stayed in the condo and did not pay an additional fee for his adult daughter to occupy a separate
bedroom there.

While the White House did not respond immediately for a request for comment, multiple senior administration officials
confirmed Tuesday that President Trump called Pruitt Monday night to convey his support. White House Chief of Staff
John F. Kelly followed up with a call Tuesday morning to reinforce that message, officials said.

The president told Pruitt, “Keep vour head up, keep fighting. We have your back,” according to these officials. CBS News
first reported on the calls.

The two staffers suddenly in the spotlight both accompanied Pruitt on his trips to Italy and Morocco last year.

Washington Post
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EPA explored private jet lease for Pruitt’s travels last year

By Juliet Eilperin and Brady Dennis, 4/2/18, 10:10 PM

Aides to Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt last vear considered leasing a private jet on a
month-to-month basis to accommaodate his travel needs, according to current and former agency officials.

The officials, who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss internal deliberations, said the agency ultimately did
not move forward with the plan because it would have been prohibitively expensive. Pruitt’s aides had contacted
Netlets, a well-known firm that leases such planes, and received a cost estimate of roughly $100,000 a month, the
officials said.

“This is not news,” EPA spokesman Jahan Wilcox said in a statement Monday. “EPA’s [chief financial officer] regularly
receives solicitations for this type of travel, we did our due diligence, found it was not as cost efficient and continued to
fly commercial.”

The idea was quickly scuttled after some top advisers objected, according to these individuals. Aides were discussing the
arrangement before Tom Price resigned as secretary of health and human services amid revelations about costly flights
he had taken aboard chartered planes.

Netlets, an Ohio-based company, declined to comment Monday.

News that Pruitt’s team explored a six-figure contract for chartered flight comes as he is facing a number of ethics
questions in addition to scrutiny from lawmakers of both parties about the many first-class domestic and international
flights he took during his first year in office.

In recent weeks, the EPA turned over documents to House Oversight and Government Reform Committee Chairman
Trey Gowdy (R-S.C.) detailing $68,000 in newly disclosed travel costs for Pruitt since August.

That comes after The Washington Post reported on the tab for Pruitt’s earlier travels, including a trip to Italy last June
that cost the agency at least $120,000 for the administrator, his aides and his personal security detail.

EPA officials attribute the elevated expense of Pruitt’s travels to the security precautions they have undertaken because
of the number of threats he has received — especially compared with his immediate predecessors — since joining
President Trump’s Cabinet in February 2017. The agency has argued that Pruitt’s predecessors also spent large sums on
foreign travel, though they typically flew coach.
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The administrator has received round-the-clock security protection since shortly after he took office. Last spring, the
head of his security detail recommended he fly in first or business class after a confrontation in which a traveler made
vulgar remarks to Pruitt, officials have said.

While it appears that Pruitt has primarily taken commercial flights, he has flown at least four times on noncommercial
and military planes since mid-February, costing taxpayers more than $58,000. Those costs included 536,068 for a
military jet to get him from a presidential event in Ohio to New York to catch a flight to Europe; a 55,719 chartered flight
in Colorado to visit the site of a mine spill; and use of an Interior Department plane at a cost of $14,434.50 for meetings
in Oklahoma.

All of those trips were signed off on by EPA ethics officials.

More recently, Pruitt has faced scrutiny over his installation of a 543,000 soundproof phone booth in his office and the
disclosure that he rented an apartment in a prime location on Capitol Hill from a lobbyist couple, paying $50 per night
only on the days he stayed at the property.

White House officials said late Monday that they were looking into Pruitt's rental arrangement last year but did not
provide details about the probe.

CBS News

hitos/hwww chsnews comynews/white-houss-reportediy-reviewing-scott-pruilt-condo-tied-to-energv-industry-
lobbyist/

White House reportedly reviewing Scott Pruitt's condo rental tied to energy lobbyist

4/3/18, 7:14 AM

The head of the Environmental Protection Agency, Scott Pruitt, is expected to announce Tuesday a reversal of tougher
Obama-era standards for greenhouse gas emissions and auto fuel economy. As The Wall Street lournal reports, the
White House is reviewing reports that Pruitt paid a below-market rate to live in a Washington condo tied to an energy
industry lobbyist,

Pruitt is pitching the rollback of greenhouse gas emissions and fuel economy standards as something that will benefit
consumers and the car industry, but it's expected to ignite a firestorm of criticism in Washington. Pruitt has previously
questioned the impact of carbon dioxide emissions on the environment -- something President Trump also doubted on
the campaign trail, reports CBS News' Chip Reid.

"I think that measuring with precision, human activity on the climate is something very challenging to do," Pruitt said on
CNBC last March.

In a press release, the EPA announced the current carbon dioxide emission and fuel economy standards "are not
appropriate and should be revised" but did not say what those revisions would be. The move could set up a legal fight
between the Trump administration and California, which has vowed to stick with the current regulations and has a
waiver through the Clean Air Act to set its own emissions standards.

The announcement comes as Pruitt is facing new ethics questions regarding a condo he rented from the wife of a top
energy lobbyist. Until last July, Pruitt was renting a condo for $50 per night from the wife of Steven Hart, chairman of a
top Washington lobbying firm. Hart's firm reportedly lobbied "to scale back Barack Obama-era EPA rules limiting
greenhouse-gas emissions from existing power plants." The EPA also reportedly signed off on a pipeline plan for another
company linked to the firm at the same time Pruitt was renting the condo.
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In addition, Pruitt is facing questions about his first class plane travel, which cost taxpayers tens of thousands of dollars.
Pruitt said it was necessary because of threats he received.

"The security detail that | had, they wanted me in a position on the plane to exit expeditiously if an incident arose," he
told CBS News earlier this year.

In a statement to CBS News an EPA spokesperson said, "administrator Pruitt is focused on advancing President Trump's
agenda of regulatory certainty and environmental stewardship.”

There are reports that Pruitt's time at the EPA is coming to an end but last week, President Trump called Pruitt to say he
was doing a good job.

Wall Street Journal

hitos: /fwww.owsioeom/articlesfwhite-house-probes-ena-chief-pruitt-over-his-inks-to-lobbyist- 15227 118072
White House Probes EPA Chief Pruitt Over His Links to Lobbyist

By Peter Nicholas, 4/2/18, 7:26 PM

The White House is conducting a review of Environmental Protection Agency chief Scott Pruitt’s activities after reports
that he had rented accommodations in Washington at below-market rates from the family of an energy lobbyist, a
White House official said Monday.

While there is no sign yet that Mr. Pruitt’s job is in jeopardy, another White House official said that few people are
coming to Mr. Pruitt’'s defense. Mr. Pruitt has alienated some colleagues by making known his desire to succeed Jeff
Sessions as attorney general should Mr. Sessions step down or be fired by President Donald Trump, this person said.

The purpose of the inquiry is to “dig a little deeper,” the first official said, indicating that the White House isn’t satisfied
with a statement from the EPA last week that the $50-a-night lease agreement didn’t violate federal ethics rules.

A memo from an EPA ethics official, dated March 30, said that if Mr. Pruitt were to have used the home for 30 days, the
rent would come to $1,500. That sum, the official, Kevin Minoli, wrote, is “a reasonable market value.”

Last week, the EPA defended Mr. Pruitt’s living arrangement, releasing a statement that he had not run afoul of ethics
rules. “As EPA career ethics officials stated in a memo, Administrator Pruitt’s housing arrangement for both himself and
family was not a gift and the lease was consistent with federal ethics regulations,” said EPA spokesman Jahan Wilcox.

The White House inquiry into Mr. Pruitt’s actions comes at a moment of rapid turnover inside Mr. Trump’s
administration. Last month the president ousted a pair of cabinet secretaries: Secretary of State Rex Tillerson and
Veterans Affairs chief David Shulkin. He also removed National Security Adviser H. R. McMaster.

Mr. Trump has in the past praised Mr. Pruitt, referring to him privately as “my lawyer,” one White House official said.

The EPA chief also is one of several cabinet members to face scrutiny over their travel arrangements, another source of
consternation at the White House, officials say.

The agency’s Freedom of Information Act office last week released details of Mr. Pruitt’s travel expenses since taking

office, including dozens of short domestic flights in which he incurred four-figure bills, an apparent result of flying first
class.
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When international trips and a handful of chartered and military flights are included, Mr. Pruitt’s travel costs appear to
exceed $150,000 in the year since he became administrator.

Mr. Pruitt’s travel arrangements are currently the subject of an investigation by the House Oversight and Government
Reform Committee, the Wall Street Journal has reported.

The EPA has said that Mr. Pruitt’s protective service detail moved him to a higher class “based on certain security
protocols.” Politico has reported that Mr. Pruitt’s security team aimed to shield Mr. Pruitt from people accosting him on
planes and in airports.

ABC News first reported last week that Mr. Pruitt in 2017 stayed in a townhouse on Capitol Hill co-owned by the wife a
top energy lobbyist, J. Steven Hart.

The arrangement drew criticism from a Trump ally, former New Jersey Gov. Chris Christie, who served as Trump
transition chairman until he was replaced by incoming Vice President Mike Pence a few days after the 2016 election.

Speaking on ABC’s “This Week” on Sunday, Mr. Christie said of Mr. Pruitt: “l don’t know how you survive this one and, if
he has to go, it’s because he never should have been there in the first place.”

ABC News

hito:f/abonews. go.com/Folitics/epa-chielseott-pruiit-facing-calls-investigate-housing fstory Pid=54207 260
EPA Chief Scott Pruitt facing more calls to investigate housing arrangement

By Stephanie Ebbs, 4/3/18, 2:53 PM

The White House confirmed Tuesday that President Donald Trump talked to Environmental Protection Agency
Administrator Scott Pruitt on Monday night, amid growing calls for investigation into guestions about the ethics of
Pruitt's decisions as agency chief.

White House Press Secretary Sarah Sanders confirmed that President Trump spoke with Pruitt and that White House
chief of staff John Kelly called Pruitt on Tuesday morning. The White House would not confirm the content of those

conversations.

The White House has launched a formal inquiry into Pruitt's arrangement to live in a Capitol Hill townhouse co-owned by
the wife of a top lobbyist.

Trump was asked about the controversy surrounding Pruitt in a White House event Tuesday but only said "l hope he's
going to be great.”

The EPA also did not provide details on the call.

More members of Congress on Tuesday called on the EPA's inspector general to look into the arrangement.

Members of Congress have requested new investigations into the deal including whether ethics officials had all the
information when they issued a statement that the deal did not violate the agency's gift rules because Pruitt paid market

value for the room, even though he only paid $50 a night for nights that he stayed in the room.

The ethics decision did not mention possible conflicts of interest, or allegations of conflicts of interest, that could arise
from the administrator of the EPA living with a lobbyist tied to energy groups.
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ABC News reported last week that Pruitt rented a bedroom in a Capitol Hill condo for much of his first year in
Washington. The condo is co-owned by Vicki Hart, the wife of lobbyist J. Steven Hart who has registered to lobby for
companies with environmental or energy interests.

A spokesman for Hart said that he did not lobby the EPA or Department of Energy in 2017 or 2018. But the energy
company Cheniere Energy, Inc. reported paying Hart's lobbying firm $80,000 in 2017.

Rep. Carlos Curbelo, R- Florida, weighed in on the controversy tweeting that Pruitt's corruption scandals are an
embarrassment and that he should resign or be fired.

Rep. Carlos Curbelo

@RepCurbelo

Major policy differences aside, @EPAScottPruitt’s corruption scandals are an embarrassment to the Administration, and
his conduct is grossly disrespectful to American taxpayers. It's time for him to resign or for @POTUS to dismiss him.
hitps/fwitter.com/santuccl/status /9800634225 34848517 ...

Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse, a Democrat on the Environment and Public Works Committee, asked the EPA's inspector
general to look into whether Pruitt paid fair market value, the terms of the lease and whether the agreement was
reviewed by agency ethics officials before it was reported.

In the letter Whitehouse cites guidance from the Office of Government Ethics that says government employees should
consider declining a gift that may not technically violate gift rules if "their integrity or impartiality would be questioned if
they were to accept the gift."

Reps. Ted Lieu, D-California, and Don Beyer, D- Virginia, also asked the inspector general to investigate in a letter on
Tuesday.

In that letter, the Democrats ask the inspector general's office to look into discrepancies between the agency's ethics
statement and other reports.

The ethics memo stated that the lease authorized the use of the condo by Pruitt and his immediate family, including his
daughter McKenna Pruitt who stayed in a second bedroom during a White House internship.

But Vicki Hart previously told ABC News that she was not aware of other people using the bedrooms or living quarters
and did not give permission for that.

"The OGC decision and Hart’s statements cannot simultaneously be true. This discrepancy is further evidence of the
need for the EPA Inspector General to conduct an investigation to determine if misconduct or mismanagement led to
said OGC decision, and whether the Ethics Office was influenced in any improper manner," Lieu and Beyer wrote in the
letter.

On Monday Democrats from the House Energy and Commerce Committee also asked the EPA to provide more
information about the rental agreement. Republicans on that committee also said they have asked the EPA for more

information.

The inspector general's office confirmed that they have received the letters and that he and his leadership team are
reviewing the requests.

Republicans on committees that oversee the EPA, including chairman of the Senate Environment and Public Works
Committee lohn Barrasso, have not responded to ABC News' requests for comment.

ED_001783A_00000719-00067



EPA-HQ-2018-006381

Politico

hitos:/Dwww . politicopro.comfenergy /whiteboard/2018/04 /demorrats-question-pruitt-on-housing-arrangement-831331
Democrats question Pruitt on housing arrangement

By Alex Guillen, 4/2/18, 5:06 PM

Three House Democrats today wrote to EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt asking questions about his arrangement renting a
room from a lobbyist for 550 a night.

“We are concerned that the unigue rental arrangement, in which you only paid rent on the nights you were in town for
use of ohe bedroom in the home, could be a potential conflict of interest,” wrote Reps. Frank Pallone (D-N.1.}, Diana
DeGette (D-Colo.} and Paul Tonka {D-N.Y.).

“As administrator, you have taken a number of actions to benefit industries regulated by EPA, and this news raises the
possibility that you may have personally benefited from your relationship with industry,” they added.

They included a series of questions about the arrangement, including how Pruitt determined he was paying fair market
value, whether Pruitt left personal belongings in the room when staying there, whether anyone else ever stayed at the
property and whether ethics official were aware of the situation.

The lawmakers also questioned whether Pruitt's December trip to Morocco to promote U.S. liquefied natural gas was
connected to the living arrangement. The owner's husband, Steven Hart, is registered to lobby for LNG exporter
Cheniere Energy.

Politico

hitps:/fwww politicoprocom/energy/whiteboard/2018/04// democrats-call-for-watchdop-investigation-of-pruitt-
housing-B35775

Democrats call for watchdog investigation of Pruitt housing

By Emily Holden, 4/3/18, 12:47 PM

Three Democratic lawmakers are asking EPA’s inspector general to investigate Administrator Scott Pruitt’s townhouse
rental from an energy lobbyist last year.

Pruitt lived in a Capitol Hill condo co-owned by Vicki Hart, who is married to lobbyist Steven Hart, who represents
companies including Cheniere Energy Inc. Pruitt paid $50 a night when he was there, or $6,100 over six months, and his
daughter McKenna also lived in the condo while interning at the White House over the summer. The news is the latest in
a series of damaging headlines for Pruitt.

Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D-R.1} is questioning whether Pruitt paid market rate and whether the living arrangement
constituted a gift from a lobbyist, “a potential violation of ethics rules,” according to his letter.

Whitehouse suggests that ethics officials who approved of the situation after the news broke last week may not have
been provided all the relevant information.

Kevin Minoli, EPA's principal deputy general counsel, wrote in a one-paragraph memo Friday that Pruitt was paying a
“reasonable” market value and that the deal didn’t constitute a gift, as defined under federal ethics regulations.

Reps. Ted Lieu {D-Calif.) and Don Beyer [D-Va.] are also asking the agency watchdog to investigate “possible misconduct”
surrounding the “after-the-fact ethics justification.”

ED_001783A_00000719-00068



EPA-HQ-2018-006381

EPA spokesman lahan Wilcox cited the memo from the career ethics officials and said “Administrator Pruitt’s housing
arrangement for both himself and family was not a gift and the lease was consistent with federal ethics regulations.”

New York Times

bt/ fweerw nvtimes. oo/ 200 8/04/02 /climate/ena-prultt-nipeline-

apartment. htmBPrref=collection®2 Fiimestonic® 2 FEnvironmental %2 OProtection% 2 0Azene
Pruitt Had a $50-a-Day Condo Linked to Lobbyists. Their Client’s Project Got Approved.
By Eric Lipton, 3/2/18

WASHINGTON — The Environmental Protection Agency signed off last March on a Canadian energy company’s pipeline-
expansion plan at the same time that the E.P.A. chief, Scott Pruitt, was renting a condominium linked to the energy
company’s powerful Washington lobbying firm.

Both the E.P.A. and the lobbying firm dispute that there was any connection between the agency’s action and the condo
rental, for which Mr. Pruitt was paying 550 a night.

“Any attempt to draw that link is patently false,” Liz Bowman, a spokeswoman for Mr. Pruitt, said in a written statement.

Nevertheless, government ethics experts said that the correlation between the E.P.A.’s action and Mr. Pruitt’s lease
arrangement — he was renting from the wife of the head of the lobbying firm Williams & Jensen — illustrates why such
ties to industry players can generate questions for public officials: Even if no specific favors were asked for or granted, it
can create an appearance of a conflict.

“Entering into this arrangement causes a reasonable person to question the integrity of the E.P.A. decision,” said Don
Fox, who served as general counsel of the Office of Government Ethics during parts of the Obama and George W. Bush
administrations.

The March 2017 action by the E.P.A. on the pipeline project — in the form of a letter telling the State Department that
the E.P.A. had no serious environmental objections — meant that the project, an expansion of the Alberta Clipper ling,
had cleared a significant hurdle. The expansion, a project of Enbridge Inc., a Calgary-based energy company, would allow
hundreds of thousands more barrels of oil a day to flow through this pipeline to the United States from Canadian tar
sands.

The signoff by the E.P.A. came even though the agency, at the end of the Obama administration, had moved to fine
Enbridge 561 million in connection with a 2010 pipeline episode that sent hundreds of thousands of gallons of crude oil
into the Kalamazoo River in Michigan and other waterways. The fine was the second-largest in the history of the Clean
Water Act, behind the penalty imposed after the Deepwater Horizon spill in the Gulf of Mexico.

A spokesman for Williams & Jensen said that the lobbying firm did not intervene with the E.P.A. or Mr. Pruitt on the
Enbridge pipeline expansion either before or after Mr. Pruitt was living in the condo owned in part by Vicki Hart, the
wife of J. Steven Hart, the chairman of the firm.

The lobbying firm also said it had not worked on similar regulatory issues for Enbridge in the past year, even though it
was registered at the time as lobbying for the company on “issues affecting pipelines and construction of new
pipelines,” its disclosure report from early 2017 says.

Cynthia Giles, who served at the E.P.A. as an enforcement official in the agency’s mid-Atlantic region in the 1990s before

becoming an assistant administrator at the agency in the Obama administration, said Mr. Pruitt’s housing arrangements
raised questions about the fairness of the E.P.A.’s decision-making process.
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“The people at the E.P.A. are charged with following the science and facts as it applies to individual decisions,” she said.
Appearing to accept favors from influential figures “is just not good judgment.”

Ms. Bowman said the criticism was unjustified, saying that Mr. Pruitt paid what one E.P.A. official called a “market
value” rent. However, an examination of Capitol Hill rentals suggests that rates typically are considerably higher and
generally do not come with a provision, as Mr. Pruitt’s did, that the renter can pay for only the nights stayed at the
condo.

The E.P.A/s review of the Alberta Clipper project was one of at least a half dozen regulatory matters before the EP.A.
related to clients who were represented by Williams & lensen at the time that Mr. Pruitt was living part-time in the
Capitol Hill condo.

Williams & Jensen, for example, was lobbying the E.P.A. early last year, according to its disclosure reports, on behalf of
both Oklahoma Gas and Electric, a major coal-burning utility, and Concho Resources, a Texas-based oil and gas drilling
company.

The work for Oklahoma Gas involved the effort to repeal or revise the landmark Obama-era rule that pushed states to
move away from coal in favor of sources of electricity that produce fewer carbon emissions. An E.P.A. calendar in March
2017 shows that Mr. Pruitt and his chief of staff were scheduled to meet with company executives at the request of a
Williams & lensen lobbyist.

Brian Alford, a spokesman for Oklahoma Gas, said the company had received no favors from Mr. Bruitt. “By no means
has O.G.E. benefited from any living arrangements for Administrator Pruitt,” he said in a statement. “In fact,
Administrator Pruitt did not attend the mentioned meeting.”

Concho, a 2017 lobbying disclosure report shows, hired Williams & Jensen to help it handle matters including “EPA
regulatory proposals re: oil and gas operations.” The company’s regulatory filings indicate its concerns included the
regulation of methane emissions {a major factor in climate change) from drilling and production operations, as well as
rules intended to protect drinking water supplies. Mr. Pruitt has considered revisions in both regulatory areas.

In the Enbridge case, the E.P. A. was asked to evaluate the potential environmental effect of the pipeline expansion
application, as well as the quality of a preliminary review of the project that the State Department had already
conducted. When the pipeline opened in 2010, it was permitted to carry only as much as 500,000 barrels of oil a day.
The expansion would allow it to move an additional 390,000 barrels through a key three-mile section near the Canadian
border.

Michael Barnes, a spokesman for Enbridge, said the project deserved to be approved, noting the “vital service that this
existing pipeline provides in delivering secure and reliable supplies of North American crude oil to the United States.”

The oil it carries comes from the so-called Canadian tar sands, like the oil for the proposed extension of the Keystone XL
pipeline. Extraction from tar sands has drawn opposition from environmentalists, given that the process requires more
energy than traditional drilling.

Pipelines, like this one, that cross an international border into the United States require a presidential permit, which is
issued only after the State Department has conducted a detailed environmental review and has taken input from other
federal agencies, including the E.P.A.

In this case, the pipeline expansion was further complicated by the fact that a related Enbridge pipeline involved in oil
imports from Canada spilled nearly one million gallons of oil in Marshall, Mich., in July 2010 after tape intended to
prevent corrosion on the pipeline failed. Investigators later found that employees allowed the oil to continue to flow
after wrongly assuming that the alarms sounding were caused by a harmless vapor bubble.
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Enbridge has argued it has learned from that accident and taken corrective measures to prevent it from happening
again. The settlement with the E.P.A. also requires the company to spend at least $110 million to install advanced leak
detection and monitoring measures to prevent spills.

In March 2017, while Mr. Pruitt’s lease at the Washington condo was in effect, the E.P.A. issued a letter giving the
pipeline project the second-best rating it offers out of 10 possible scores. The agency concluded that while the project
raised “environmental concerns,” the review had adequately examined the alternatives and determined that “no further
analysis or data collection is necessary.”

If the E.P.A. had wanted to more aggressively challenge the project, the agency could have rated it as “environmental
objections” or “environmentally unsatisfactory.”

The conclusion stands in contrast to a similar evaluation by the agency in 2013 of the Keystone XL pipeline project. That
evaluation focused more on the effect that the flow of tar-sands oil could have on the goal of limiting global climate
change and gave the project an “environmental objections” rating.

With the signoff by the E.P.A. and the State Department, Enbridge received the expansion permit it needed in October,
five years after it first applied for permission. Additional pumping stations have already been built, meaning the pipeline
expansion project is already completed, the company said.

Mr. Pruitt is separately the focus of an investigation by the E.P.A. inspector general, Arthur A. Elkins Jr., based on Mr.
Pruitt’s travel in early 2017 back to his home state of Oklahoma on government-funded flights, as well as his use of first-
class tickets for flights and, at times, costly chartered planes.

Discussions have already started on Capitol Hill about asking the E.P.A. inspector general to expand his inquiry to include
the condo deal. Late Monday, three House Democrats who serve on the committee with oversight of the E.P.A. sent a
letter to Mr. Pruitt asking a series of questions about the condo lease, which was first reported by ABC News.

“As administrator you have taken a number of actions to benefit industries regulated by E.P.A.,” the letter said. “And
this news raises the possibility that you may have personally benefited from your relationship with industry.”

ABC News

hito: fabonews gocom/Politics democrats-questions-sog-pruitis-rentalagresment/stornyid=54 1887535
White House, Dems seek EPA answers on Pruitt's rental deal

By John Santucci, Benjamin Siegel, and Matthew Mosk, 4/2/18, 9:49 PM

The White House has launched a formal inquiry into Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Scott Pruitt's living
situation last year at a Capitol Hill townhouse co-owned by the wife of a top lobbyist.

As ABC News first reported last week, Pruitt rented a bedroom in a Capitol Hill condo in 2017 that was partially owned
by Vicki Hart, the wife of lobbyist J. Steven Hart, who was registered to lobby for several environmental and energy
concerns. A spokesman for Hart said he has not directly lobbied the EPA on behalf of clients since Trump took office.

The unusual rental agreement allowed Pruitt to pay $50 a night for use of the condo, only paying for when he stayed
over. He wound up spending more than $6,000, according to figures reported by Bloombersg.

"I don't know how you survive this one, and if he has to go, it's because he never should have been there in the first

place,” Chris Christie, an ABC News contributor and former governor of New Jersey, told ABC News Chief Anchor George
Stephanopoulos Sunday on "This Week."
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White House officials were quiet about the arrangement over the weekend, telling ABC News they were gathering facts.

President Donald Trump's friend Christopher Ruddy, a contributor to ABC News and the founder and CEO of news and
opinion site Newsmayx, said they didn't think the president was ready to add Pruitt to the list of departing aides and
cabinet officials.

"The president looks very holistically at their whole job performance and | think he'll apply that same formula to Scott
Pruitt," Ruddy said, adding Trump is not "going to throw somebody overboard just because there's one issue.”

But interest in the arrangement was growing louder Monday. Democrats on the House panel with oversight over the
Environmental Protection Agency sent the agency a letter with a first round of questions about Pruitt’s controversial
rental agreement.

“We are concerned that the unigue rental arrangement, in which you only paid rent on the nights you were in town for
use of one bedroom in the home, could be a potential conflict of interest,” Reps. Frank Pallone, D-N 1., Diana DeGette,
D-Colo., and Paul Tonko, D-N.Y., wrote in the letter.

Democrats want to know how Pruitt learned of the rental and whether he paid fair market value for the property, which
they argue could have violated Pruitt's ethics pledge not to accept gifts from registered lobbyists. They also want to
know whether Pruitt left any “personal materials” in the bedroom when he wasn’t in town if the room was rented out to
other tenants and whether he had access to other parts of the condo during his stays on Capitol Hill.

Asked about the Democrats’ letter, a Republican committee aide told ABC News the panel has reached out to the EPA
for further information about the arrangement.

Pruitt’s daughter, McKenna Pruitt, used a second room in the condo during her White House internship last year,
despite the claim from the EPA that Pruitt paid $50-a-night for a single bedroom in the brick townhouse steps away from
congressional office buildings.

EPA spokesman Jahan Wilcox said Friday that the arrangement was not a gift and that the lease was “consistent with
federal ethics regulations.” The agency released two statements from EPA ethics officials defending Pruitt's
arrangement.

“Under the terms of the lease, if the space was utilized for one 30-day manth, then the rental cost would be 51500,
which is a reasonable market value,” the EPA said in an ethics review released by the agency from principal deputy
general counsel Kevin Minoli, the EPA’s designated agency ethics official.

Other apartments in the Northeast Washington duplex have rented for as much as $5,000-a-month, a source familiar
with a neighboring lease told ABC News last week.

Democrats have asked for a response from the EPA by Monday, April 16th, ahead of Pruitt’s planned testimony before
the panel on April 26th. Pruitt’s office did not immediately respond to a request for comment on the Democratic inquiry.

The EPA inspector general is reviewing a request to investigate Pruitt’s arrangement from Public Citizen, a nonpartisan
watchdog group, a spokesperson said.

Washington Post
hitos: fwws washingtonpost.ocom/fopinlons/a-swamp-monster-is-running-the-ena/2018/04/02 /eR2cdd40-36ab- 1 1e8-
Sea-85d47 7090228 storv.himiPutm terme=.c7507 83022
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A swamp monster is running the EPA {*Editorial)
By the Editorial Board, 4/2/18, 7:32 PM

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY Administrator Scott Pruitt’s ethics were already in question after he wasted
taxpayer money on expensive plane tickets and hotels, a story he tried to rebut, misleadingly, on conservative talk radio
last week. Then, last Thursday, ABC News reported that he benefited from a sweetheart deal that allowed him to live in
a high-rent area of Washington while paying a relative pittance. His landlord? The wife of an energy and environmental
lobbyist.

EPA officials tried to bury the story in official releases from ethics officers in the general counsel’s office, arguing that
Mr. Pruitt paid rent for his single bedroom in a Capitol Hill condo. According to Bloomberg News, these officials did not
review the administrator’s living arrangements in advance. Their after-the-fact defense of their boss is unpersuasive.

The administrator paid 550 a night for his room, a rate that is not outrageously low. Yet he paid only when he stayed in
the condo. Though Mr. Pruitt supposedly rented only a single room, ABC News reported that his daughter stayed in a
second bedroom when she interned at the White House. And, though he was apparently not supposed to use the
condo’s common areas, ABC found that his daughter regularly used the kitchen. EPA ethics official Justina Fugh
described this as “a routine business transaction.” Yet anyone who has suffered through finding a rental apartment in
central Washington knows that reserving a bedroom for yourself at that price, paid for only sporadically and when you
are in residence, without a year-long commitment, with a second bedroom available for family, is highly improbable if
not impossible — without connections.

According to check records, Mr. Pruitt paid a total of $6,100 over six months for use of the Capitol Hill condo — the sort
of sum that might land a young renter a basement unit in a less convenient neighborhood at best. The condo’s co-
owner, to whom Mr. Pruitt paid this paltry amount, is Vicki Hart, the wife of J. Steven Hart, whose firm represents
energy companies. If Mr. Pruitt had paid fair rent on realistic terms, the connection would be merely concerning. In light
of the cushy deal the administrator got, the arrangement is pure swamp.

Mr. Pruitt is by now familiar with public questions about his ethical habits. The Post revealed in February that the
administrator regularly charged taxpayers for expensive first-class tickets and luxury hotel stays and kept his travel
schedule unusually secret, breaking with precedent. Though Mr. Pruitt cited security concerns to justify his spending,
federal rules say that front-of-the-plane travel is allowed only when “use of coach class accommodations would
endanger your life or government property.” The administrator announced last month that he would fly coach, a
decision that suggests he could have avoided his previous profligacy, and one that he should have made from the start.

Given his ethical failings and his hostile approach to major environmental issues, Mr. Pruitt's tenure as the nation’s top
environmental enforcer, though brief, has already been far too long.

Reuters

brtms fwwew reuters.comyarticle/us-usa-biofuels-epa-refinerizs-exclusive fexclusive-epa-gives-giant-refiner-a-hardship-
walver-fromeregulation-idUSKCNIHAZ AP

Exclusive: EPA gives giant refiner a 'hardship' waiver from regulation

By Jarrett Renshaw, 4/3/18, 12:03 PM

NEW YORK (Reuters) - The Environmental Protection Agency has exempted one of the nation’s largest oil refining
companies, Andeavor (ANDV.N), from complying with U.S. biofuels regulations - a waiver historically reserved for tiny
operations in danger of going belly up, two sources familiar with the matter told Reuters.

The exemption, which applies to the three smallest of Andeavor’s ten refineries, marks the first evidence of the EPA
freeing a highly profitable multi-billion dollar company from the costly mandates of the U.5. Renewable Fuel Standard.
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The law requires refiners to blend biofuels such as ethanol into gasoline or purchase credits from those who do such
blending.

The decision, which has not been previously reported, raises the question of whether other big and profitable oil firms
with small refineries - such as Exxon Mobil Corp {XOM), Chevron Corp (CVX.N) and Phillips 66 (PSX.N) - also have or could
receive the waivers, which are granted by the EPA in secret.

Such waivers were designed for refineries producing less than 75,000 barrels per day that can demonstrate that they
suffer a “disproportionate economic hardship” from the costs of RFS compliance.

Andeavor posted net profits of about $1.5 billion last year.

The EPA exemption, granted about a month ago, could reduce Andeavor’s regulatory costs by more than $50 million this
year, based on the number of biofuels credits that two brokers say the refiner recently sold into the market, along with
previous disclosures by firms that own refineries of a similar size.

Biofuels credit prices tied to ethanol dropped by 6 cents, to 38 cents each, after Reuters reported Andeavor’s
exemption, traders said. Andeavor shares jumped by more than 1 percent on the news, hitting a session high of $102.78.

The exemption releases the firm of its obligation to provide the EPA with biofuels credits proving compliance at the
three refineries - two located in North Dakota and one in Utah - for the year 2016, which would have come due this
year, the sources said. Andeavor is also asking EPA for a waiver for its 2017 obligations for the same refineries, but has
not yet received a decision, the sources said.

Andeavor spokeswoman Destin Singleton declined to comment. EPA spokeswoman Liz Bowman did not immediately
comment in response to Reuters inquiries on Monday and Tuesday.

As a matter of policy, the agency refuses to release any information on the waivers, or to name their recipients, citing
concerns over disclosing private business information. The EPA denied a Freedom of Information Act request from
Reuters seeking information on companies receiving the waivers.

Exxon Mobil, Chevron and Phillips 66 also own refineries small enough to meet the barrel-per-day standard, as does
billionaire investor and Trump ally Carl Icahn - whose efforts last year to overhaul the biofuels program drew scrutiny
from federal investigators.

Icahn, majority owner of refiner CVR Energy {(CVI.N), had served as an advisor to Trump on regulatory issues during his
push to reform biofuels regulations early last year, but he resigned amid allegations that the role gave him a conflict of
interest.

Spokespeople for all four companies declined to comment on whether they had applied for or received any exemptions.
The lucrative waivers are typically only reported if a publicly-traded firm considers them to be material to their financial
or operational performance, in which case they must disclose the information through Securities and Exchange

Commission filings.

The RFS has long been a lightning rod of conflict between the corn lobby, which supports the policy as an engine for
demand, and refiners who say it costs them a fortune.

The White House has sought to broker a deal between two of its key political constituencies in a series of meetings, but
the effort has failed to yield policy changes acceptable to both sides.

Ethanol industry advocates argue exemptions for refiners undermine the intent of the law, originally designed to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, reduce dependence on foreign oil and boost farm economies.

ED_001783A_00000719-00074



EPA-HQ-2018-006381

While the EPA's motives in providing hardship waivers are unclear, the exemptions are one of the tools at the
administration’s disposal to ease financial pressure on refiners without undertaking a reform of the RES policy.

EPA chief Scott Pruitt, appointed by Trump, has repeatedly said the RES is too costly to oil refiners and should be
overhauled. But Trump’s Secretary of Agriculture, Sonny Perdue, told an agriculture conference in February that Trump
“stands with corn farmers, biofuels farmers and the RFS,” according to a recording heard by Reuters.

White House spokeswoman Kelly Love did not respond to a question about whether the administration was expanding
the use of the RFS waivers to help refiners. Bowman, of the EPA, also did not comment on the question,

LAWSUIT OVER ‘HARDSHIP’ STANDARD
Andeavor’s waiver follows a successful lawsuit by another refiner, Sinclair Qil, last year challenging the strict standard
the EPA has used under past administrations for determining financial hardship.

“The EPA’s interpretation takes the statutory language too far,” wrote Chief Judge Timothy Tymkovich of the 10th
Circuit Court of Appeals in Denver. “A ‘hardship’ is something that makes one’s life hard or difficult - not just something
that makes continued existence impossible.”

The lawsuit - along with a perception that the Trump administration might be more sympathetic to refiners - has
sparked a big increase in applications from refining firms for he exemptions this year. More than 30 refineries have
sought the waivers, according to sources familiar with the matter.

In a typical year, the EPA would receive about 12 to 15 requests for hardship exemptions and would grant about half of
them, a former official familiar with the program told Reuters.

EXEMPTIONS SAVE REFINERS BIG BUCKS

Andeavor sold some 100 million of those credits to its competitors in recent weeks, according to two brokers in the
biofuels credit market. The company otherwise would have needed to provide those credits to the EPA to prove
compliance with the RFS.

Those credits would be worth about 558 million based on a Reuters calculation of average renewable fuel RIN prices this
year.

In the past, other companies have said the exemptions they were granted saved them tens of millions of dollars,
according to Securities and Exchange Commission filings.

Last year, for example, HollyFrontier disclosed a reduction of almost $58 million in its costs of credits for two refineries
for 2016.

Such windfalls for oil firms come at the expense of the corn and ethanol industries, said Renewable Fuels Association
Executive Vice President Geoff Cooper.

Refiners granted exemptions win in two ways: They no longer have to blend biofuels or buy credits to comply with the
law, and they can sell any credits they had previously purchased to use for compliance.

The waivers, Cooper said in a post on the RFA web site, “are destroying demand for ethanol and corn.”

BNA
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EPA Aims for Predictable Chemical Reviews, Director Says
By Pat Rizzuto, 4/3/18

The EPA wants to give chemical makers a more predictable, efficient, and clear process to get new products to market to
address industry criticism that the agency is thwarting innovation.

The Environmental Protection Agency is exploring how information technology, revising internal procedures, and better
communication with chemical manufacturers could speed its pre-market chemical reviews, leffery Morris, director of
the agency's chemicals office, told Bloomberg Environment.

Clearing procedural obstacles and improving communications would ease “huge headaches” companies have had since
the EPA revised its new chemicals program, Jamie Conrad, an attorney with Conrad Law & Policy Counsel, told
Bloomberg Environment.

The break-even point where a new chemical would become profitable has substantially increased since program
changes resulting from the 2016 Toxic Substances Control Act amendments, Conrad said.

Chemical manufacturers that have asked the agency to allow them to make new chemicals since that law was amended
include: Cargill Inc., which sought to make asphalt compounds; GE Water & Process Technologies, now called SUEZ,
which sought to make a chemical it said could reduce chemical explosions in fuel storage, shipping vessels, and
pipelines; and Inolex Inc., which sought to make a fabric softener.

Improving the transparency of the program so communities, workers, and others exposed to chemicals can grasp the
rationales for agency decisions is critical, and it's required under the amended law, Richard Denison, lead senior scientist
with the Environmental Defense Fund, told Bloomberg Environment.

Industry's Life Blood

EPA's new chemicals program “is the very life blood of industry, its heartbeat,” said Karyn Schmidt, senior director for
chemical regulation, regulatory, and technical affairs at the American Chemistry Council, a trade association that
represents small, medium, and large chemical manufacturers operating in the U.S.

“New chemicals enable new products,” Schmidt said.

New chemicals result from years of work and thousands of dollars of research investments, she said. When they get held
up in prolonged agency reviews, the delay cascades through the supply chain, holding up potentially life-saving
innovations, such as automotive air bags and new medical devices, she said.

Most of the environmental health groups Bloomberg Environment routinely speaks to recognize the benefits of
chemicals, but want them and the products they enable to be safe. History shows that chemicals such as asbestos, lead,
and DDT were widely used for their beneficial attributes before their legacies of disease, poisoning, and decimated
wildlife populations were recognized, they say.

Three Focus Areas

EPA officials are working hard to make the program as predictable, efficient, and transparent as possible while satisfying
all the requirements in the TSCA amendments, Morris said. Yet the agency's staff was not able to provide specific
examples of possible solutions one week after Morris spoke with Bloomberg Environment.

First, the chemicals office is exploring computer technologies to see where they could more efficiently compile chemical
analyses and reports, disseminate them, and help staff make decisions, he said.

Second, the agency is examining the analytical and other tasks the new chemicals staff carry out to see where they could
be streamlined.
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Third, the chemicals office wants to communicate the agency's initial findings to the companies in time for them to
provide additional information that could aid the final decision.

Both the 1976 TSCA and the 2016 amendments give the EPA 30 days to review a new chemical. The amended law re-
emphasized that deadline by allowing the agency one 90-day extension and directing the EPA to refund the new
chemical review fees companies pay if the deadline isn't met, according to an EPA backgroundsr,

Chemical trade associations often tell the agency at public meetings that new chemical reviews continue to take far
longer than 90 days and that the agency has not issued refunds.

Encouraging Engagement
Conrad, Richard Engler—a senior chemist with Bergeson & Campbell, P.C.—and Lynn L. Bergeson, managing partner of
that same law firm, described some specific types of problems they would like the agency to address.

Since 2016, the agency has encouraged companies to meet with EPA officials before they submit their pre-manufacture
requests (PMNs) to make new chemicals.

While Conrad supports the concept, the reality is that during pre-submission meetings EPA officials just listen and give
little indication of their approaches to available information. The company representative often leaves without
understanding whether the types of information it plans to provide are what the agency wants or whether the agency
even agrees with core aspects of the company's assumptions, he said.

Staff should be encouraged to share more of their preliminary thinking, he said.

Catching Inevitable Errors

The new chemicals program uses computer models to predict toxicity and exposures, and its analyses depend on
presumptions—for example, conclusions about the extent to which a worker may be exposed to a chemical during
various tasks— and mathematical analyses about ways chemicals move through the environment, said Engler, who
formerly reviewed new chemicals during his 17 years at the agency.

Agency contractors do a lot of the initial analyses, and mistakes occur, he said. The initial analysis, for example, may
inaccurately estimate how quickly or slowly a new chemical could move in air or water, Engler said.

“There are always going to be errors,” he said. “The question is: When do you catch them?”
Since TSCA was amended, the chemical office's workload exploded, and many career staff retired or moved on, opening

up the program to less experienced staff, some of whom have been detailed just for a few months, Engler said.

With less time, less experience, and new responsibilities, the EPA staff that oversee the contractors’ work fail to catch
mistakes, he said.

Product managers with the chemical maker or agency officials eventually find them, but that delays and complicates the
review, Engler said.

Resolving divergent scientific perspectives on whether or not something is an error is made harder because company
scientists are typically not allowed to speak with agency scientists, he said.

Instead, most exchanges are filtered through a program manager who is familiar with the process, but may not
understand the specific science at issue.

The result can be rounds of telephone tag with repeated written requests, miscommunications, and misunderstandings,
he added.

If the company and agency scientists were allowed to talk directly to each other that could save time, Engler said.
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Denison said there's a role for EPA and chemical company discussions as the agency reviews new chemicals, and for
companies to alter the PMNs to reflect those exchanges.

The agency's role, however, is to make its expectations clear, and leave it to manufacturers to meet those expectations,
he said. The EPA shouldn't be a “nursemaid” to a company and provide round after round of opportunities to ensure the
chemical can enter the marketplace, he said.

Public Accountability

The EPA must allow the public to view PMNs and related material that help them understand how the agency reached
whatever conclusions it does about a new chemical, Denison said. Legitimate confidential business information will,
necessarily, have to be redacted, he said.

The risk control measures chemical manufacturers agree to adopt after the agency objects to their initial plans may well
be fully satisfactory, Denison said. But the only way the public can know that is if there's a paper trail.

A fundamental reason TSCA was overhauled was to enable the public to have confidence in the agency's chemical
oversight, he said. Public confidence is built on transparent government decisions, Denison said.

“The only way for the EPA to be accountable is to know where it started, where it ended up, and why,” Denison said.

Instead, the EPA has removed from its website what little information it provided about staff's initial concerns about a
new chemical, he said. Critical documents are missing from the agency's public files, and those that are available often
have redacted health and safety information that is not allowed to be kept secret, Denison said, repeating a point he has
made in Biogs.

Morris acknowledged the agency has deleted information about preliminary new chemical conclusions it used to post.
The intent is to reduce sources of confusion, which can stem from the preliminary findings not reflecting the entire body
of information the agency has reviewed when it makes its final conclusions, he said.

The agency wants to make more information public, but is wrestling with how best to do that, Morris said.

“We want to develop better reports that are more understandable to the public.” he said.

Issue Draft Documents as Final

The EPA in December released two draft documents that could help resolve challenges if they were finalized, Bergeson

said. They are MNew Chemicals Decision-Making Framework-and New Chemicals Declsion Suidelines Manual-— Deiailed
Dutline,

Final documents that clearly lay out what is needed, why, and how the office will consider the information could be
useful in promoting predictability, she said.

E&E Greenwire

hitos: fwww.eenews. nel/greenwire/storiss/ 1060078049/ searchPhevword=ERA
Acting deputy leaves today

By Kevin Bogardus, 4/3/18

Mike Flynn, U.S. EPA's acting deputy administrator, finishes his decadeslong tenure at the agency today.
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Flynn said in an internal email obtained by E&E News that today will be his last day at the agency.

"I've had the great privilege and honor to serve alongside you for many years. | leave with mixed emotions, for | will miss
my EPA family and the important work we do. But | take great comfort in knowing that you will continue to do all you
can to protect our public health and the nation's environment,” Flynn said in the email sent to EPA employees yesterday.

It's not clear who will replace Flynn as acting deputy. EPA press officials didn't respond to questions from E&E News on
the agency's plans for the job.

The EPA deputy's departure also coincides with Administrator Scott Pruitt's mounting struggles with ethics allegations,
raising speculation that the agency chief may soon be gone, too (see related story).

Flynn, a top career official, had announced in February his retirement today. Flynn joined EPA in 1980 and served in
several of its program offices before being picked by the Obama administration to hold the deputy administrator
position on an acting basis until President Trump nominated his replacement (E&E News PM, Feb. 21).

Before the two-week congressional recess, Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) filed cloture on a number of
pending nominations, including Andrew Wheeler, Trump's pick to be EPA deputy administrator.

A McConnell spokesman said today the Senate will vote on pending nominees in the order in which the leader filed
cloture to end debate. Wheeler, a former longtime Republican aide to the Senate Environment and Public Works
Committee who has lobbied for coal giant Murray Energy Corp., has three nominees pending before him.

If Democrats agree to yield back debate time on any of the nominees, Wheeler could be confirmed as early as next
week. However, the growing controversies surrounding Pruitt may represent new hurdies for Wheeler's quick
confirmation.

With no deputy chief after Pruitt, Matt Leopold as EPA's general counsel would be the next in line to take charge of the
agency if the administrator was unable to perform his duties under an executive order signed by President Obama in
January last year. Various assistant administrators then follow Leopold in EPA's order of succession under the measure
{Greenwire, Jan. 16, 2017).

Daily Caller

hitp:/fdailvealler. com/2018/04/02 fenvironmentalists-trump-administration-spa/
Enviros Sue Trump’s EPA For Relaxing Pollution Rule Targeting Power Plants

By Chris White, 4/2/18, 5:17 PM

Environmentalists sued the Environmental Protection Agency Monday after the agency allowed a select number of
power plants to shutter some pollution controls.

The Sierra Club and the Natural Resources Defense Council, among others, asked a court to reconsider the rule change,
which activists consider a loophole for polluters. The lawsuit comes as activists continue criticizing the President Donald
Trump’s administration’s climate policies.

“Once again, the Trump administration is putting the health of polluter balance sheets over the health of our families

and children,” Sierra Club’s Beyond Coal campaign director Mary Anne Hitt said in a statement. “Real people will pay the
price with this cruel decision, and we will do everything we can to stop it.”
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The agency put out regulatory guidance in January repealing the “once in, always in” policy, which demanded power
plants considered “major” sources of hazardous air pollutants were always regulated as such no matter their pollution
mitigating efforts.

EPA’s new guidance would “reduce regulatory burden for industries and the states, while continuing to ensure stringent
and effective controls on hazardous air pollutants,” EPA Air Office head William Wehrum said in the January guidance
letter.

The Yonce in, always in” standard discouraged reducing pollution, Wehrum said. He targeted it as part of the Trump
administration’s overarching goal of cutting regulatory burdens. The four-page memorandum was published to the
Federal Register without a public comment period.

EPA’s new guidance came after the agency issued guidance March 13 to clear up uncertainties in obtaining air quality
permits required to build or modify facilities, like power plants and refineries. The new guidance, or New Source Review
(NSR), would make it easier to launch new projects or expand existing ones while maintaining air quality protections,
EPA Chief Scott Pruitt said.

Companies put off installing new technology for years over NSR, industries argue.

BNA
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Judge Stingy With EPA on Plea for More Time on Late Air Limits

By David Schultz, 4/3/18

The EPA will have less than four years to complete reviews of air pollution standards for various industrial sectors,
instead of the seven it sought citing a lack of resources.

A March 31 federal court ruling means the EPA will have until Oct. 1, 2021, to complete reviews of nine different air
pollution regulations, including those covering copper smelting, spandex manufacturing, and mercury emissions from
chlorine plants.

Ketanji Brown Jackson, a judge in the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia, said she was unpersuaded by the
Environmental Protection Agency's arguments that its resources were stretched so thin that its air pollution analysts
couldn't even begin to work on the standards until 2020.

“Making such a showing might be difficult, given the agency's current representations that it does not need additional
funding from Congress to satisfy its obligations at this time,” Jackson wrote in her ruling. The Trump administration
sought significant cuts to the agency's funding in its fiscal year 2019 budget proposal.

The case centered on the EPA's failure to comply with a Clean Air Act mandate to periodically revise its air pollution
standards for a variety of pollutants. While the EPA acknowledged that it did not meet the deadlines set out in the law, it
had asked the court to grant it more time to come into compliance given that the agency is already struggling to comply
with other court orders in similar blown-deadline cases.

The EPA was sued by a coalition of environmental groups, including the Sierra Club, which has received funding from
Bloomberg Philanthropies, the charitable organization founded by Michael Bloomberg, the ultimate owner of

Bloomberg Environment.

The plaintiffs were represented by the law firm Earthjustice. The EPA was represented by the Department of Justice.
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Connecticut Post

hitos/fwww ctoost.ocom/news/article/Ansonia-fined-for-hazardous-waste-12799724.0ho
Ansonia fined for hazardous waste

By Bill Cummings, 4/2/18, 4:01 PM

The City of Ansonia has agreed to pay $19,125 in penalties to settle allegations that it impraperly regulated and handled
toxic chemicals, according to the federal Environmental Protection Agency.

A private company, Connecticut Qil Recyling Services, agreed to pay $32,397 to resolve the Toxics Substance Control Act
violations.

"These actions demonstrate the importance that all parties involved with PCB waste take great care to ensure that every
step in the handling and disposal process is done consistent with federal regulation,” said Alexandra Dunn, regional
administrator of EPA’s New England office.

EPA said Ansonia failed to properly prepare a hazardous waste manifest when, on Aug. 2, 2016, it offered about 500
gallons of waste oil containing polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) to Connecticut Oil for transport from a city transfer
station to an off-site facility for storage or disposal.

Connecticut Oil failed to prepare a hazardous waste manifest when several days later it brought a larger volume of PCB-
contaminated oil, including the oil picked up from Ansonia, to a facility in New Haven for storage or disposal, EPA said.

Due to these omissions, more than 4,500 gallons of used oil was contaminated with levels of PCBs, which meant that the
oil could not be recycled, EPA said.

Under the federal Toxic Substances Control Act, PCB waste must be disposed of as regulated waste rather than recycled
for reuse. The company and the municipality have each certified that they have addressed the viclations and the
company is now in compliance with federal toxic substances law and PCB rules.

EPA’s complaint alleged that the violations occurred even though city employees had previously sampled the oil at its
transfer station for PCBs, received analytical results showing PCB concentrations above regulatory limits, and
communicated the sampling results to Connecticut Oil before the company came to collect the waste oil. Connecticut Oil
was already familiar with the PCB requirements since it had entered into another penalty settlement with EPA in 2015
resolving a substantially similar manifesting violation.

PCB regulations are intended to help reduce the chances for PCBs to be released into the environment and to limit any
harm to human health or the environment if they are released. PCBs are classified by the EPA as a probable human
carcinogen and have been demonstrated to cause a variety of other adverse health effects on the immune system,
reproductive system, nervous system and endocrine system.
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